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Edward B. Thomas, which nomination was received by the Sen-
ate on December 10, 1906. (The nomination of Mr. Chatfield,
received by the Senate on December 13, 1906, being a substitute
for this one withdrawn.)

O. K. Paddock to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the State
of Nebraska. :

George W. Cowen to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the State of
New Hampshire.

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 17,
1906.
‘ " ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL.
Alford W. Cooley, of New York, to be Assistant Attorney-
General. -
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS.
Benjamin H. Barrows, of Nebraska, to be surveyor of cus-
toms for the port of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska.
RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.
Alexander B. Kennedy, of Louisiana, to be receiver of publie
moneys at New Orleans, La., to take effect January 23, 1907.
Shields Warren, of Florida, to be receiver of public moneys
at Gainesville, Fla. ;
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY.
To be captain in Cavalry Arm.
First Lieut. James D. Tilford, First Cavalry, from October 1,
1906.
To be chaplain with rank of major in Artillery Corps.
Capt. Patrick J. Hart, chaplain, Artillery Corps, to be chap-
lain with the rank of major from December 5, 1906.
POSTM ASTERS.
CALIFORNIA.
Wellington A. Griffin to be postmaster at Mountain View, in
the county of Santa Clara and State of California.
Helen C. Thompson to be postmaster at Stanford University,
in the county of Santa Clara and State of California.
NEBRASEA.
Edmund L. Howe to be postmaster at South Omaha, in the
State of Nebraska.
NEW JERSEY,
Samuel Bartlett to be postmaster at Pleasantville, in the
county of Atlantic and State of New Jersey. :
John W. Davis to be postmaster at Burlington, in the county
of Burlington and State of New Jersey.
James Freeman to be postmaster at Arlington, in the county
of Hudson and State of New Jersey.
Charles H. Stults to be postmaster at Hightstown, in the
county of Mercer and State of New Jersey.
NEW YORK.
William Smith to be postmaster at Livingston Manor, in the
county of Sullivan and State of New York.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.

Moxpay, December 17, 1906.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExry N. CovpERw, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap-
proved.

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE. ;

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following com-

munication :
WasHINGTON, D. C., December 13, 1906.

To the SrEAxER,
Heuse of Representatives:

Havingz been appointed chairman of the Committee on Forelgn Af-
fairs, I hereby tender my resignation as chairman of the Committee
on Expeanditures in the Treasury Department and as a member thereof.

Yours, very truly,
3 ROBERT G. COUSINS.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the resignation will be

accepted.
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS.

The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint-
ments.
T'he Clerk read as follows:

Representative WEEKS, chalrman of Committee on Expenditures in
the State Department. ¥

Representative Kxorr, chalrman of Committee on Expenditures In
Treasary Department. :

Representative REYBUEN, member of Committee on Colnage, Welghts,
and Measures, and Committee on Expenditures in the State artment.

AUTHENTICATED

U.S. GOVERNMENT

INFORMATION
GPO,

Bﬁprmntaﬂve Moore, of Pennsylvania, member of Committee on

I gration and Naturalization, and Committee on Enrolled Bills.
Representative BrumM, member of Committee on Private Land

Claims, and Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings.
Representative NELSON, member of the Committee on ?ﬂclﬂc Rall-

roads, and Committee on Expénditures in the State Department.
Representative CoupreEy, member of the Committee on Elections No.

% and Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippl
Ver. -

MESSAGES FROM THE FPRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United
States, were communicated to the House of Representatives by
Mr. LaTra, one of his secretaries.

POSTAL FRAUD ORDERS.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the-
rules and pass the resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That the bill (H. R. 16548) to provide for judiclal review
for orders excluding persons from the use of United States mail facill-
ties shall have the same privilege for the remainder of the session
:;yls“;c:orded bills reported by committees having leave to report at

The SPEAKER. Is a second-demanded?

Mr. STAFFORD. I demand a second, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I ask unanimous consent that a sec-
ond be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the reso-
lation is to give the bill known as *the fraud-order bill” a

‘| privileged status on the Calendar, so that it can be called up

and considered on its merits at any time. It is not a privileged
bill, and this resolution gives it that status. It is the object
of the promoters of the legislation, after the holiday recess,
when opportunity affords, to eall it up and thoroughly discuss
it and have it considered by the IHouse.

Mr. STAFFORD. Has the bill to which the gentleman re-
fers been reported by the Judiciary Committee?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was reported unanimously by the
Judiciary Committee after quite an extensive and exhaustive
investigation of the subject.

Mr. STAFFORD. Had it been reported out of the committee
when committees were called in order in the House last week
and when the Committee on Judiciary had recognition?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It had.

Mr, STAFFORD., Does the gentleman know why the bill was
not then called up under the call of committees?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I asked the chairman of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary to call it up, and he gave me as a reason
that he did not care to occupy the time, or something like that.
1 felt that it ought to have been called up, but I think Members
who are interested in the question desire some time to discuss
it and want it put where it can be given more time than it could
be given under the call of committees.

Mr. STAFFORD. Does the gentleman’s resolution make the
bill privileged?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The resolution makes the bill privi-
leged—that is, it gives it a status on the Calendar of a privi-
leged bill, which ean be called up at any time when there is no
other privileged matter before the House. That is the only ob-
jeet of the resolution. :

Mr. PAYNE. Can the gentleman from Indiana state in'a
;vurg what change the bill proposes to make in the existing
aw?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will as briefly as I can. Under the
existing law the Postmaster-General has the power, where evi-
dence is submitted to him which satisfies him that any person
is using the mails for fraudulent purposes, fo.issue an corder
withholding or denying him tlie right to use the mails—that is,
he issues what is known as a “ fraud order,” denying such per-
son the use of the mails. This may be done under the law with-
out any notice whatever to the party affected, without any op-
portunity to appear and resist the issuance of the order, and
when the order is once issued the courts- have decided that,
Congress having vested the discretion in the Postmaster-Gen-
eral, it is not subject to review in the courts.

It is the custom of the Postmaster-General, however, in most
cases to have notice given to the parties and afford opportuni-
ties for them to present their defense. The chief evidence sup-
plied to the Postmaster-General is in the form of confidential
reports made by post-office inspectors, consisting of interviews
with people throughout the country, men not under oath, not
responsible eriminally or eivilly for anything they may say.

"Phese reports are never accessible to the person who is ae-
cused of fraudulently using the mails; he has no opportunity to
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see them at any time under any circumstances, and one ﬁgalnst
whom a fraud order is improvidently issued, issued upon a mis-
take of factz—is absolutely without a remedy. He is branded

before the public as the perpetrator of fraud. ¥His"right to the !

mails is absclutely cut off, and he is without recourse because
there is no appeal to the courts on the question of fact. Now,
the purpose of this bill is to give men who desire it the right
to go into the courts and have questions of fact and law re-
viewed. The Postmaster-General is reguired to keep a fraud-
order record, and when he is satisfied that any individuoal is
using the mails for fraudulent purposes, he is required to give
him notice, and, within a certain time after notice is issued,
if no objection is made, the frand order goes as a matter of
course, but, pending this, and in order to prevent men imposing
on ihe people, in order to cut off the career of green-goods con-
cerns and fly-by-night institutions and get-rich-quick schemes,
the Postmaster-General may peremptorily order the mail to be

impounded in the post-office where the individual or corporation

receives mail, to be held there pending investigation; and if the
individual wants to go into court, he may commence proceedings
in the Federal court having jurisdiction of the postmaster, and
have a summary investigation of the law and the facts. The
purpose of the bill is to give men who feel that they have been
wronged, that frand orders have been issued against them on
improper or imperfect proof, an opportunity to have the matter
heard aceording fo established .procedure in the court; but
pending the proceeding, the Postinaster-General ean have the
mails withheld in the post-office where they would be delivered
indefinitely until the matter is determined.

Mr. PAYNE. Does the bill open up a way for any liability
for damages on the part either of the Government or the Post-
master-General, or is it simply a mandamus proceeding?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. No; it does not open up any way for
liability ; it does mnot fix any additional responsibilities, and
it does not create any basis for actions of a civil character or
any other kind, excepting it undertakes to give the right to the
individual against whom a fraud order is to be issued to go
into a court of record and have the facts investigated upo
evidence that is recognized in courts of law. ]

Mr. PAYNE. What remedy is proposed under the bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The remedy I undertook to explain a
moment ago is that the individual has the right to go into a
court and commence proceedings to review the procedure for the
nrder on the facts.

Ar. PAYNE. What judgment can he get on the facts? There
must be some relief eontemplated.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Of course, the Iostmaster-General
can not make the fraud order final in proceedings of that kind
until there is a judgment of the court upholding him, deslaring
that the conduct of the person to be affected by the order has
been such as fo justify the issuance of the order. Then the
order will be made final in contested cases. If the court decides
otherwise, then the order is not to be issued.

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman is satisfied that the bill would
not create any liability or open up the way for liability of a
pecuniary nature on the part of the Postmaster-General or of
the United States?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am satisfied of that.

Mr. HINSHAW. Does appeal lie from this judgment of the
Federal court to the Court of Appeals?

AMr. CRUMPACKER. I should presume it would; like any
other—that in any other proceeding.

Mr. HINSHAW. On the part of the Postmaster or the man
who is injured?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes.

Mr. HULL. In case of appeal ithe order of the Postmmaster-
General would be effective until the higher court had decided?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. There is no opportunity to de-
fraud the Government, AMr, Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

AMr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman sits
down I would like to ask him a question. Has the bill which
the gentleman has introduced, which is referred to in this reso-
lution, the support of the Postimaster-General?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not know.

Mr. STAFFORD. Was any hearing had before the committee
as far as the gentleman knows? The gentleman will recognize
that this matter is largely a matter that pertains to the regula-
tion of postal affairs, rather than to matters that come within
the purview of the Judiciary Committee,

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 1 want to save some of my time to
close the debate. I submitted the bill to Mr. OversTREET, the
chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-
Roads——

Mr. STAFFORD. I will state to the gentleman that T will
be pleased to yield him some of my time,

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I submitted the bill to Mr. OVERSTREET,
and he said the bill ought to be passed. He has had experience
enough to believe that the bill ought to pass, and all I am asking
now is to give the bill a status on the Calendar, so it can be
taken up on its merits.

Mr., DALZELL. What is the motion of the gentleman?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. The motion is to pass this resolution
putting the bill on the Calendar as a privileged bill, so it can
be taken up in the future and considered on its merits. I have
not the time to go into the merits of the bill now, as it would
take considerable time to debate it fully. I am simply asking
now to have the bill put where the House can consider it, where
it can be investigated and thoroughly considered, and then the
House will be able to act intelligently.

Mr. KEIFER. T desire to ask the gentleman one question,
and that is whether under the present law or regulations of the
Post-Office Department any notice is given to a person who is
supposed to be violating postal laws?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. In most of these cases notice is given,
in some not. Now, I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not dezire to take up the
time of the Hounse in a discussion of the merits of the bill, as the
only purpose of the resolution which has been reported to the
House is to provide for the consideration of the bill later on.
T have no objection to its passage. :

Mr. LITTLEFIELD.. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inguire of
ihe gentleman from Indiana what time is fixed for the consid-
eration of the bill?

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is no time fixed; the resolution
simply gives it the status of a privilezed measure.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Would the gentleman be likely to call
up the bill hefore the holidays?

Mr. CRUMPACEER. No; it will not be called up until after
the holidays.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I am interested in the bill and in favor
of its general principles.

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the
resolution.

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, two-
thirds having voted in favoer thereof, the rules were suspended
aud the resolution was passed. :

VALIDATING CERTAIN CERTIFICATES OF NATURALIZATION.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend
the rules, and pass the following bill:

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to
suspend the rules, and pass the bill which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 20463) to validate certain certificates of nataralization.

Re it cnacted, ete., That naturalization certificates issued heretofere
and under the act approved March 3, 1903, entitled “An act to regu-
late the immigration of aliens info the United States,” went into efect,
which fail to show that the courts issuing sald certificates complied
with the regulrements of section 39 of said act, but which were other-
wize lawfully issued, are htretg declared to be as walld as though sald
certificates complied with said section, but shall not be by this act
further validated or legalized.

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded?

Alr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that & second be considered as ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears nene. The gentleman from New York is entitled
to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]
is entitled to twenty minutes,

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, the necessity for
this bill arises out of these facts: In March, 1903, there was
approved an immigration bill which had, among other provi-
sions, this:

All couris and tfribunals and all judges and officers thercof having
jurisdiction of mnaturalization proceedings or duties to perform in
regard thereto, shall en final application for naturalization make care-
ful inquiry into such matters, and before issning the final erder or
certificate of paturalization cause to be entered of record the affidavit
of the applicant and his witnesses so far applicable, reciting and
affirming the truth of every material fact requisite for naturalization.

Then it had this:

All final orders and certificates of naturalization hereafter made shall
show on their face specifically that said affidavits were duly made and
recorded, and all orders and certificates that fail to show such facts
ghall be nall and void.

1t will be seen from this there was no duty cast on the appli-
cant for naturalization. The form of these certificates was at
that time as the will of the clerk of each particular court made.
There were numbers of courts, county courts and higher courts,
throughout the States which never heard of this law of 1903,
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and they went on issuing certificates of naturalization withount
complying with this law. All those naturalizations were void
and are void. Applications come continually to the office of the
Secretary of State for passports based on these certificates, and
they are all rejected, as they necessarily must be.

Mr. MADDEN. Was there not a law passed during the last
seseion of the House validating them?

Mr. BENNET of New York., There was not. It was intro-
duced and passed this House, but the Senate failed to concur
in all of it, and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN] may
be interested to know they amended it so as to apply to the
criminal court of Cook County, Ill., only, and that at "the
request of his colleague [Mr. Maxx] the Immigration Commit-
tee consented. The bill came before the IHouse at a very late
day of the session, too late for the bill to get through con-
ference, and the House did concur so as to cover those particu-
lar cases in Cook County as to which question had been raised,
and immediately this bill was introduced to cover the entire
suhject. Not only are passports impossible of granting on
these certificates, but title to real property is affected, as in
many of the States an alien can not take or transmit real prop-
erty. And therefore there had been unquestionably hundreds
and perhaps thousands of conveyances since March 3, 1903,
that are absolutely void unless cured by some act such as
this. I reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mpr. Speaker, the statement that the gen-
tleman has made shows the importance of the legislation of
1903. It was important legislation. It did effect radical
changes in the methods by which a great many of unworthy and
undesirable citizens are thrust into the civie forces of this
country. The gentleman tells us as one of the reasons why this
bill should pass a most alarming condition of affairs. I can
scarcely conceive it to be possible when he announces to us
that very many of the courts were entirely uninformed as to the
passage of this law, courts that had to deal directly with the
law, courts whose duty it was to be familiar with the law,
courts which had obligations and duties imposed upon them by
the law. The gentleman tells us that these tribunals were en-
tirely uninformed of the existence and character of the statute.
Mr. Chairman, if that is true, then we ought to debate this mat-
ter long enough to bring this subject to the attention of every-
body in the United States. This is an important subject. The
gentleman has told us of the great interests that are in jeop-
ardy by reason of the failure of Government officials to perform
their sworn duties. Many titles, he says, are in jeopardy. The
rights of traveling citizens are affected, and the protection of
the Government withdrawn from them because of these negli-
gently criminal offenses on the part of the courts. I am un-
willing that these acts should be validated. It is very much
better that the individuals should suffer, the individuals who
sought naturalization, who ought to have known the possibili-
ties of the law of naturalization, who had the duty imposed
upon them to know under what terms and by what processes
the wvaluable boon of citizenship should be given—it is very
much better that those persons who now, having been advised,
should go back and secure that naturalization in the proper way,
which, perhaps, in some instances, at least, for fraudulent pur-
poses, they did not seek in the proper way.

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hee-
pUurN] permit an interruption?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it not be imposible for those people,
whose naturalization is defective because of the things stated
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BEXNET], to make a new
application and be naturalized in accordance with the law at
the present time?

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly. If they are entitled to natu-
ralization, if they have not received it, if the courts have been
fatally in error as to their duties, if they can not have the rec-
ords made as they should be made and.receive the certificate
that they are entitled to under the law, they can not be deprived
of that right by the negligence and failure to perform a duty
of an officer of the Government. The doors of the courts are
open to them now, and they ought to be required to pursue the
course al other personsg do under similar circumstances. No
one knows what there is in this broad blanket that the gentle-
man proposes to throw over all the courts during the last three
vears, How many cases are there of this kind? How many
men are there that will secure rights under this legislation, de-
priving others of rights, perhaps, and what are the amouuts
involved? The gentleman has contented himself by simply tell-
ing us that there are very many of them. I do not know how
many individual cases there may be; I do not know how many
thousands or tens of thousands or millions of dollars may be in-

volved in these guestioned property rights, and therefore I think

wetﬁi_:ght to have some information upon as important a matter
as this.

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it not the duty of the court, if
a4 man has made a declaration of his intention and has paid for
his naturalization that is wrongfully issued, without this legis-
lation to make good and to give him good and substantial papers
in place of those he now holds?

Mr. HEPBURN. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that there
would be no difficulty in the case of anybody who suffers under
the dizabilities described by the gentleman in going into court,
and if he had failed to furnish these affidavits and these proofs
under which the courts obtained jurisdiction—mind you, if they
had failed thus far by making good their own default and vest-
ing the court with jurisdiction, they can then secure the proper
records to be made and secure the issuance of the proper certifi-
cate to be had, preserving all -of their rights. And that is a
very much safer way, in my judgment, than it is to have this
blanket process, to enter upon a domain we do not know low
broad it may be, starting on a way we do not know where it is
to end, and jeopardizing the rights of other persons that we now
have no ken of,

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a
question?

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. KEIFER. I want to ask the gentleman whether these
persons whose rights of citizenship are now sought to be cured
have not already been naturalized in the same way that the
great majority of the naturalized citizens of the United States
have been naturalized? :

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I presume that may be so. I
do not know, and the genileman has not informed us. But
I will assume that is so. I want to remind the gentleman
from Ohio that Congress solemnly resolved that these older
methods were obsolete, they would no longer serve; that under
these old methods there have been frauds perpetrated. The
gentleman called attention to this condition in the courts. I
do not know where they are.

Mr. KEIFER. The State courts.

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know what the motives or influ-
ence may have been. The gentleman says it is ignorance, and
no motive at all. I do not know what political considerations
there may have been. 1t might have been men were trying to
bring in aliens in this improper manner and get them natural-
ized, so that finally they might make an assault upon the ballot.
I do not know. We determined that that should not continue,
Therefore, the argument that may be drawn and that the gen-
tleman seems disposed to draw, that they were following the
old methods, will not suffice to influence the judgment of this
House, when, at least largely, the membership has decided
that the old method should no longer obtain and that the
newer method was the better one. [Applause.]

Mr. KEIFER. I understand that the State courts in lowa
and in many of the other States have overlooked that statute.

Mr. HEPBURN. Why do you say Iowa?

Mr. KEIFER. Because I am informed the State courts gen-
erally throughout the United States for a time overlooked the
statute and naturalized, for that reason, under the old law and
old provision. They did it in my State; and these people who
made the application were not to blame so much as the courts,
if anybody was to blame.

Mr. HEPBURN. Why can the gentleman say that the appli-
cant for naturalization is not to blame if he does not comply
with the provisions of the law?

Mr. KEIFER. Because he makes his application on blanks
that the court officers furnish him.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, you must remember that a
man who seeks naturalization comes asking for benefit; he
comes asking for privilege, a high privilege, a privilege that is
given to him with limitations, limitations that he must have
knowledge of. Is it possible that the gentleman proposes to make
an argument in favor of naturalization for a man who is so
densely ignorant of our laws and our customs and our methods
that he does not even know the statute and provisions of the stat-
ute that confer upon him this great boon of citizenship? It is
not a light matter to confer upon a man citizenship of the
United States, to dilute, as we often do, our political power in
the States by the admission, in very many instances, of improper

PErsons.

Mr. DALZELL. I would like fo ask the gentleman from Iowa
a question for information? .

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand it, this thirty-ninth section
of the act of March, 1903, provides substantially that no anarch-
ist shall be naturalized. It also provides on the face of every
certificate it shall appear that the party has made that fact
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appear by affidavits preseribed under the terms of the act. Now,
do I understand that this proposed law is to validate certifi-
cates that neither show that he is not an anarchist por that he
has complied with the terms of the act?

Mr. HEPBURN. That is what the gentleman from New
York stated in his opening address, and that is one of the rea-
sons that he gave for this most astonishing method.

Mr. DALZELL. Then I do not think it is worth while con-
suming the time of this House to do away with the force of the
act of the Ianst Congress.

Mr. HEPBURN. I will yield to any gentleman who desires
to oppose the passage of this bill. . [After a pause.] I will re-
serve the balance of my time.

Mr. BENNET of New York.
have T remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has sixteen
minutes remaining, and the gentleman from Iowa nine.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Colorado. :

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, at the last session of Congress
we passed a new naturalization law. Under that law the irreg-
ularities that have been mentioned as having occurred under the
act of 1903 will become absolutely impossible. The condition is
simply this: In section 39 of the act of March, 1503, the duty
was not imposed upon the applicant but upon the court. At that
time there were in the United States some five thousand differ-
ent courts having jurisdiction under the naturalization laws.
Many of these courts did not follow the provisions of this
statute. They did not change the form of their naturalization
certificates. It may be that they required the affidavits. It
may be that they examined the applicants and determined that
they were in every way qualified for citizenship; but when they
came to issuing the certificate they used the old form of cer-
tificate, and did not place in that certificate what section 39 re-
quired should be stated, namely, that the provision in guestion
had been followed.

Mr. Speaker, how much time

AMr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly.
Mr. MARTIN. If, as a matter of fact, section 39 has been

complied with in these cases, is there anything to prevent the
court that issued the certificates from amending the certificate
and making the proper recital?

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes; I should think so.

Mr. MARTIN. What?

Mr. BONYNGE. They can not go back and change that cer-
tificate now.

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me if there was a mere omission

in form, if the wrong form has been used, the court that issued
that might correct it

Mr. BENNET of New York. Let me suggest to the gentle-
man that some of the courts that issued those certificates do
not now have the right to naturalize applicants.

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly. Many of the 5,000 courts then
having jurisdiction in naturalization ecases, have been de-
prived of that jurisdiction under the new naturalization law
passed at the last session of Congress. Now, at the last ses-
sion, in addition to passing the general naturalization law, we
did pass, as the gentleman from New York has stated, a bill
authorizing the validating of certificates issued by the criminal
" court of Cook County. There has been some question as to
whether that court was anthorized, under the law then in force,
to issue naturalization certificates. The court had issued a
great many such certificates, and those certificates had not been
issued in accordance with this section. We have validated all
the certificates issued by that court, and the purpose of this
legislation is only to correct, not the error of the applicants,
but the error of the courts that were authorized to issue nat-
uralization certificates.

Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman a question.
Is it not true that under the recent naturalization law blanks
have been farnished by the United States Government to all
these courts, so that errors like this will never occur again?

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly. All the certificates and all the
forms to be issued in naturalization proceedings are now regu-
lated by the law enacted at the last session. They are all pro-
.vided by the Federal Government and furnished to the courts
that have jurisdiction in such cases. The fault was not with
the applicant. The fault was with Congress in the form of the
legislation that we had. We allowed this loose method to go on,
and, in my judgment, it would now be wrong to work a hard-
ghip upon the applicant, not because of any fault of his, but
because of our failure properly to regulate naturalization pro-
ceedings, thereby depriving many worthy citizens of their right
of naturalization when they have in every respect complied with
the law. The same reasons that actuated us in correcting the

error in the court of Cook County certainly should control us
in respect to all other courts. It only affects this one particular

feature of the law and does not In any other way validate the .

certificate. Unless the certificate of naturalization was properly
issned in every other respect this law will not validate it, nnd
it enly validates the omission of the court. Nothing else is
cured or corrected by this legislation. In my judgment the bill
ought to pass.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, one further question.

Mr. BONYGNE. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN. Section 39, to which the gentleman has re-
ferred, seems to require the court to make certain examination
as to the qualification of the applicant.

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes. -

Mr. MARTIN. Upon this particular question?

Mr. BONYNGE. It does.

Mr. MARTIN. Now, if this bill is passed into law, would
not the effect of it be to validate the certificate in a case
where the court had not complied with the law in this respeci?

Mr. BONYNGE. Not at all, because the bill provides that
it shall only wvalidate the certificates in the cases where the
certificate itself has failed to show upon its face that which
the Iaw required. and then only to validate those certificates
in cases where the law was in all other respects complied with.

Mr. MARTIN. Yes; but not in that respect——

AMr. BONYNGE. But in that one respect only, namely, the
failure of the court in the issuance of its certificate to show
upon its face that it had complied with the requirements of the
Iaw. And the bill provides that it only validates certificates
in such cases. The certificate must in all other respects be
legal, or else it will not be validated.

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min-
utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFrorp].

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr., Speaker, after listening to the ex-
planation made by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Bo-
xNyYngEe] it impresses me that there is need to have the law
passed, because if we do not pass it there will be hundreds
and thousands of certificates of naturalization held by people
throughout the country who believe they have the right to
citizenship, and will never know that they have not that right
until they make application for a passport or papers of some
other similar character. It has not been the fault of the ap-
plicants that these certificates were not in proper form, but
it was the fault of the courts that did not furnish the proper
blanks necessary to ecarry out the law A5 all the certificates
that were issued prior to the enactment of the law of 1903
were in the same form as those issued afterwards, that are by
this bill sought to be validated, there ean not be any great
harm in validating all the certificates, so that all the people
who have taken out certificates will know onee and for all
that they are full-fledged citizens of the United States.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I now yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL].

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I am sure that no
Member of this House would want, by withholding support
of this bill, to do injustice to anyone who honestly sought citi-
zenship in this country. The purpose of the bill is not to correct
errors of the applicant, but rather to correct errors or oversights
made by the courts in issuing the certificate.

The persons who have been naturalized within the time cov-
ered by this bill are not the undesirable persons referred to
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hernurs]. The persons
who are to be affected by this bill are men of industry and
economy who have purchased property. That title to such prop-
erty is affected by the oversight of the courts in issuing the
certificates referred to. The question may not be raised during
the lifetime of the man who has by his industry secured a home
for his family. The question may not be raised until affer his
death, and then it may be raised to the injury of these who have
been left and provided for by him. I think that, in view of the
fact that this is a bill to correct oversights of the court rather
than of the applicant, there ought not to be any hesitation what-
ever in passing this law and protecting those who have acquired
property and shown themselves to be honest and industrious
citizens.

The Republic has not been populated wholly by native-born
American ecitizens. Many citizens who have contributed to its
greatness and glory were foreign born and have sought citizen-
ship here in the way provided by law through the courts. They
have not the responsibility in the methods pursued in naturali-
zation, but the responsibility is upon the courts, and where the
courts err the applicant, the man made a citizen, ought not to
be held responsible for the error and oversight of the courts
and made to suffer. I sincerely hope that the bill may pass.
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Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I intend to use
the balance of my time in one speech, I would like to have the
gentleman from Iowa use his time.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use all my
time. If any gentleman desires, I will yield to him. If not, I
would like to correct some errors gentlemen have unwittingly
fallen into in regard to the character of this legislation. The
gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. CampeerLL] has just said that this
legislation is to correct defects resulting not from the conduct
of the applicant for naturalization, but to correct errors of our
courts. I deny this. That is not the language of the law. There
are duties imposed upon the individual as well as upon the
courts. Let me read the statute:

All courts and tribunals and all judges and officers thereof having
jurisdiction of naturalization proceedings or duties to perform in re-
gard thereto shall, on final application for naturalization, make careful
in%l!ry into such matters, and before issning the final order or certifi-
cate of naturalization cause to be entered of record the affidavit of the
applieant and his witnesses so far as applicable, reciting and afirmin
the truth of every material fact requisite for maturalization. All fina
orders and certifieates of naturalization hereafter made shall show on
their face specifically that sald affidavits were duly made and recorded,

and all orders and certificates that fail to ghow such facts shall be null
and void.

Here is a duty imposed upon the applicant. It is an affidavit
from the applicant that must be made; it is the affidavit of his
witnesses that must be made and filed, not simply reciting the
facts that exclude him from the class of anarchists, but recites
every material fact essential to naturalization—everything—
facts that the courts can not be advised of except through his
affidavits—the affidavits that are antecedent to the making of
the record, that must be completed before the duties of the clerk
in making the record begins, or the duty of the court in author-
izing the certificate begins.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As I understand, if this affi-
davit has not been made of the general qualifications of the ap-
plicant, his certificate may be invalidated without the affidavit
being filed?

Mr. HEPBURN. If this act passes, these men are citizens,
and they are citizens without having shown these material facts
that are essential to confer the right of citizenship.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to obtain the view
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEpBURN] as to whether as
this bill is drawn its effect wonld not be to cure cases in which
courts have not entered at all into the investigation of the
facts.

Mr. HEPBURN. Undoubtedly. It cures cases that have
been made since the passage of the act of March 3, 1903.

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman allow me to call his
attention to the language of the bill?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. BONYNGE. The bill provides that naturalization cer-
tificates issued heretofore and under the act approved March 3,
1903, entitled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into
the United States,” went into effect, which failed to show that
the courts issuing said certificates complied with the require-
ments of section 39 of said aect, but which were otherwise law-
fully issued, are hereby declared to be as valid as though said
certificates complied with said section, but shall not be by this
act further validated or legalized. That is, simply in those
cases where the certificate failed to show that the law had
been complied with, but the other provisions of law must have
been complied with. . 2

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is again in
error. Let me read the statute:

All final orders and certificates of naturalization hereafier made
shall show on their face specifically that said afidavits were duly made
and recorded, and all orders and certificates that fall to show such facts
ghall be null and vold.

The certificate must show that the affidavits were filed.

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes.

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, then, if the certificate does not show
that, if the affidavits were filed, if they were made a matter of
record, if the court had particularly inquired into all of these
matters and the recitals of the records so show, it is a small
matter for that man who holds this defective certificate to ap-
pear before the court and ask for the certificate that he is enti-
tled to. It is like the correction of any mere technical error
in a decree, which can be corrected in that way. There is no
other party to the record. No notice has to be served upon any-
body else. All this man has to do in order to secure this boon
of naturalization'is to go into that court and say that that cer-
tificate is informal. But I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, that
but few instances will be found where there is simply an omis-
sion in the certificate to recite facts that have in fact oceurred.
If the affidavits are filed, if there is this investigation, it is such
a departure from the old method as to do away with the sugges-
tion of the gentleman from New York as to ignorance of the

courts. The party was not ignorant. IHe knew, or his attorney
that appeared for him knew, what it was necessary to recite in
that certificate. These are important matters, prerequisites es-
sential to the jurisdiction of the court, without which the court
has no power to act, without which the certificate of the court is
void if he issues it, and it seems to me they always would have
been complied with.

Mr. BONYNGE.
tion?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. BONYNGE. You would certainly have to give notice to
the applicant in some way that the certificate was illegal. The
gentleman says that they should know that it is the law.

?iir.dIIEPBURN. It is his duty to know that he is not natu-
ralized. ;

Mr. BONYNGE. This section 39 was section 39 of a law en-
titled “An act to regulate immigration.” This naturalization
section never had any place in that law, and it is very probable
that the courts did not know that a law passed to regulate im-
migration provided new rules for the court in issuing naturali-
zation certificates, and it is beeause of that fact that the courts
and the applicants were not familiar with this provision of law.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen are treating
this subject as though a boon were conferred upon the Govern-
ment and the people when naturalization was accepted by one of
these men. I do not so regard it. 1 know of no boon that can
be given to a man greater than that of citizenship in the Repub-
lic. It ought to be a thing valued by him. He ought to
know something about the reguirements. He ought to know
something about the benefits conferred, and I am unwilling
to treat the subject in this way, to treat it, in fact, with
levity and make a farce of it, to make these requirements,
and then when men contemptuously refuse to obey them to come
in with this piece of blanket legislation that the gentleman him-
self can not tell within thousands of cases, perhaps, how far
reaching it is to be. The gentleman knows nothing with regard
to the property rights interested, except in the most vague man-
ner, yet he comes to us with this piece of legislation to cover all
of the cases and attempts to pass it with twenty minutes of argu-
ment under a suspension of the rules. I think that is going a
long way toward treating the subject of naturalization with
contempt.

iMl‘. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman permit another ques-
tion?

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly.

Mr. BONYNGE. Does the gentleman from Iowa think that
the contempt was on the part of the applicant or on the part of
the court, when the duty was imposed upon the court to make its
certificate contain this showing and the court failed to comply
with the law? Who was guilty of contempt?

Mr. HEPBURN. I am not going to enter into any controversy
with the gentleman as to who was most derelict of duty. The
court ought to have known, and the man who seeks naturaliza-
tion in the United States ought to know, the law under which
it is conferred upon him.

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask the gentleman a question?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bill applies
not only to the man who took out naturalization, but to his
wife and his children, and to anyone, native born or alien born,
who bought real estate from him and holds title through him.
If it applied merely to the original alien T would not advoecate
the bill, because, as the gentleman says, he could go back to the
court and get his certificate corrected or at least take out a new
naturalization; but here we have created a situation where
county courts, which now by the action of this Congress are not
permitted to naturalize any more, have, in ignorance of the
statute, which was a section in an immigration and not a natu-
ralization bill, issued invalid certificates.

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Just a question.

Mr. MARTIN. Then, if I understand, under your view of
this proposed act persons would have their certifieates corrected
where the court had not gone into an inquiry of the facts re-
quired by section 39.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all; because this law only
validates certificates otherwise lawfully issued.

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me it clearly covers cases where
the court had not gone into the inguiry required by section 39.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all. In large cities, such
as Pittsburg, and such a city as the one in which I live, the
State and Federal courts comply literally with the Federal law.

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. If your theory of your bill is cor-
rect then you would have a great number of naturalization cer-
tificates in the hands of people, the certificate on its face not

Will the gentleman permit another ques-
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showing -whether it was a valid naturalization paper or not.
One would have to go to the court and inguire of the record to
find out whether one of these people with this paper in his
possession was a citizen or not. .

Mr. BENNET of New York. No: not if this bill passes,

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. If this bill passes, as I understand,
the naturalization paper will not be valid unless the court’'s
record contains these aflidavits.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Uunless the other steps were
taken, yes. 1 will say this to the gentleman, that that same
criticismm applies to every naturalization certificate issued prior
to the uniform naturalization law which we passed last year,
and that was one of the reasons for passing that law.

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Will the gentleman permit a
question? g

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly.

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. I understand this identiecal
bill passed the last session, did it not?

Mr. BENNET of New York. No, sir. .

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Did we not pass this law?

Mr. BENNET of New York. This bill?

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. This bill in the House.

" Mr. BENNET of New York. If the gentleman will permit an
answer not- quite categorical, I have just answered the gentle-
man from Illinois [Mr. MappEx].

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia.
gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. BENNET of New York. A bill containing this exaet lan-
guage, which had another section, was passed in the last days
of the session. The other section cured other defects. That

I heard the answer to the

bill was amended to cover the court of Cook County, Ill., where

they had 20,000 invalid naturalizations. Questions had been
raised. The Senate concurred in our action to that extent. At
the request of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] the
committee recommended concurrence and this House concurred.
The House has once passed this subject-matter.

Mr. GAINES of West Virginia. Is it not true, then, if we
now pass this bill we will be sending over to the Senate pre-
cisely the same proposition which the Senate during this Con-
gress rejected?

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is absolutely correct; but
we have hopes of changing the mind of the Senate of the
United States.

Mr. GAINES of West Virgina. Does not the gentleman then
think he is not only asking us to vote to suspend the rules of
the House, but to vote to suspend the rules regulating the pro-
.prieties of- legislative intercourse between the House and the
Senate?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not in the slightest degree.
mM:. GIRRATIAM. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt

m?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Certainly.

Mr. GRAHAM, If these affidavits are properly filed before
the court, what is to prevent the court from sending word to
have those certificates brought in and stamped in accordance
with the law?

Mr. BENNET of New York. You can not find the people.

Mr. GRAIIAM. You can notify the ones they have natu-
ralized.

Mr. BENNET of New York. They do not know where they
are now. If a man gets naturalized in Pittsburg and goes out to
Oklahoma, and moves to Minnesota—— ;

AMr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman yield for a moment?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York
[Mr. BENsET] has expired.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to
ask unanimous consent that the time may be extended? If so,
I ask unanimous consent that time for the discussion of this
measure may be continued for twenty minutes.

Mr. OLMSTED. I would like to have five minutes.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I will change
my request and ask for half an hour, fifteen minutes to be con-
trolled by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BExyNeT] and
fifteen minutes by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepBURN].

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Burrer] that the time be extended
for half an hour, fifteen minutes to be controlled by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. Bexxer] and fifteen minutes by the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ITeprurN]. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

. Mr. HEPBURN. Mr, Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burier] five minutes.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I do not care for five nin-
utes. Mr. Speaker, I would like to state my understanding of
this bill. Section 39 of the act of 1903 requires every person

XLI—=30

who applies for naturalization to do something; and that is, to
satisfy the court he is not an anarchist, that he is in sympathy
with the Government of the United States. The measure con-
sidered here this morning will validate every naturalization cer-
tifiecate without requiring the person who applies to make the
affidavit required by the thirty-ninth section of the act of 1903.
Assuming that to be so, then those already naturalized, but
whose certificates are deficient, will not be required to state
their opinions npon the form of our Government and make the
affidavit requiring them to subsecribe thereto. They will not be
required to qualify that they are not anarchists, They will es-
eape the provisions of existing law. These applicants will have
their certificates without having complied with the requirements
of this section. Furthermore, there is nothing in this act to re-
quire their appearance in court, The court of its own motion
may validate all of these certificates, and the very person
against whom the thirty-ninth section of the act of 1903 was di-
rected wille be exempt from its provisions. Mr. Speaker, it
seems to me that if this measure should become a law, it will
entirely nullify the purpose of section 39, which we were so
anxious to bave inserted in the act of 1903—to provide against
the naturalization of anarchists. That is all the time I care for.

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Penusylvania [Mr., OnMSTED].

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this is a
very important bill and a dangercus one. The report accom-
panying it sets forth that in violation of the act of 1903 there have
been thousands of certificates of naturalization issued which are
null and void because there was no compliance with the ve-
quirements of that act; that there should be filed an affidavit
sotting forth, among other things, that the applicant did not
possess those disqualifications enumerated in the aet which are
usually attributed to those persons whom we commonly style
anarchists, and also * reciting and affirming the truth of every
material fact requisite for naturalization.” The certificate
issued by the court must show compliance with this reguire-
ment.

This bill proposes to make all those illegal naturalization
certificates valid just the same as if all the requirements of law
had been complied with. To that I am opposed.

It is said in explanation that neither the court nor the ap-
plicants were familiar with the provisions of the act of Congress.
There is an old legal maxim that * ignorance of the law excuses
no man.” Certainly it does not excuse a court or an applicant
for naturalization. I am one of those who believe that natural-
ization is a privilege that ought not to be carelessly or illegally
conferred

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Ought a man’s transferees of
real estate to suffer for the fault of the court when the man is
without fault?

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, the man was not without fault—
hiz counsel was not without fault—and whether they were or
not he ought not to obtain naturalization sithout complying
with the requirements of law.

It is a very simple matter if the act was complied with and the
affidavit filed. In that case it has become part of the records of
the court, and it would be a very simple matter to apply to that
court and have the proper certificate issued. It is a fact, Mr.
Speaker, that the Attorney-General of the United States is now
hunting out thousands of cases of fraudulent naturalization. I
know one judicial district in which the United States district
attorney has been informed by the Department of Justice that
there have been some thousands of cases of fraudulent natural-
ization certificates, He is instructed to look them up. Now,
while he is looking them up, while the Department of Justice is
prosecuting them, it is proposed by one brief exactment that we
shall make them all valid, no matter what the conditions under
which they were issued.

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly.

Mr. BONYNGE. Does the gentleman contend that the pas-
sage of this bill will in any way prevent the Attorney-General
or the district attorneys in the various districts under the bill
passed the last session of Congress from proceeding under the
provisions of that bill to have declared null the certificates
that were illegal?

Mr. OLMSTED. The trouble with this bill is that it will
make them legal, although they are now illegal.

Mr. BONYNGE. Does not the gentleman see that he makes
it legal only as to one requirement? The language of the bill
is that the certificate which fails to show that the court issu-
ing the certificate complied with the law, but which was other-
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wise legally issued, was wvalid. That is, all the other pro-
visions must be complied with. This examination must have
been had, and it is only in cases where the court simply failed
to give a certificate showing that it complied with the law that
this bill applies, and if passed, it validates those only where
the certificates fail to contain the statement required by the
act of 1903.

Mr. OLMSTED. 1YWho on earth would investigate each case
and find out whether all the other requirements of the law
had been complied with? Who would know? Here you pro-
pose to enact a general sweeping ratification and wvalidation.
There is nobody whose duty it would be to investigate to ascer-
tain whether the other requirements had been complied with.
But, Mr. Speaker; this particular requirement was the most
important that the law imposed, that there must be an affidavit
reciting affirmatively the truth of all the faets necessary to
naturalization. If that affidavit has not been filed, they are
not entitled to naturalization and never ought to* have been
granted certificates conferring that right and privilege.

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman speaks of the requirement
that the affidavit should be filed as the most important require-
ment. I will agree with him, but this bill does not, as I {ried
to show to the gentleman, affect that provision of the law.
The requirement that the certificate itself should show that the
affidavit was filed the gentleman will hardly contend was so
important if, as a matter of fact, it was filed. Now, this law
simply deals with the certificate and nothing else.

Mr. OLMSTED. The act of 1903 says that all courts shall
make an inguiry as to the truth of the facts in addition to the
affidavits. This act says that if the certificate fails to show
that the affidavit was filed or that the court made the inguiry,
nevertheless the eertificate shall be valid.

Mr. BONYNGE. If otherwise legal.

Mr. OLMSTED. But where is the evidence that the courts
did make the inguiry, if the record does not show it and the
certificate does not show it? I submit, Mr. Speaker, that this
is a very dangerous bill. It validates thousands of naturaliza-
tion certificates which never ought to have been issued and are
absolutely illegal and yoid to-day.

[Here the hammer fell. ]

Mr, BENNET of New York. I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER.]

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I think we are running off into
side issues somewhat and discussing questions that do not and
can not arise under this bill should it become a law. The
trouble urged against it is that the immigrant to this country
did not come here possessed of knowledge as to the precise
terms of a section of an immigration bill that related to natu-
ralization. I make a guess that nine-tenths of the Members of
this House, some of whom participated in the passage of that
bill, do not remember the terms of that section. I understand
that many of the State courts, in all of the States of the Union,
forgot or ignored it for a time at least; and to-day we are dis-
cnssing the question as to whether we shall apply a severe rule
to these immigrants because they were not able to advise their
attorneys, if they had attorneys, and to advise the courts that
they appealed to to grant them naturalization as to what the
law of the land was, and they proceeded, under all the solemnity
of the old law, and succeeded in getting naturalization certifi-
cates that are substantially, if not precisely, in accord with the
naturalization certificates issued in the United States for more
than one hundred years prior to 1903. And yet we hesitate to
say whether persons who have been thus unfortunate shall be
in a situation where they can make valid, or where the courts
can make valid, their certificates. We hesitate to say that their
children, whose naturalization may depend upon this, shall be-
come naturalized, because we imagine that somehow or other
these ignorant immigrants could not instruet the State courts
and lawyers of this country just how to prepare a certificate
that was not in exact accordance with a section, not of a natu-
ralization law, but of an immigration law. There is where we
are. I think that is sufficient to be said. There is no attempt
by this bill to validate fraudulent naturalization papers, for it
is carefully drawn on that subject. It only undertakes to make
valid the certificates which are not in form according to section
39 of the immigration law.

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me?
" Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. .

Mr. OLMSTED. I think the gentleman is mistaken in under-
standing that this bill relates only to the certificate. The act
of 1903 requires an inquiry by the court into all these matters.
This bill says that if the courts issning the certificates have
failed to comply with the requirements of that act, nevertheless
the certificates shall be valid.

Mr. BONYNGE. Oh, no.

Mr. KEIFER. Read the closing sentence of the bill which
you have in your hand. -

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That ought to be read in connection
with the beginning of the section. That is, that naturalization
certificates issued heretofore, which fail to show, and so forth.

AMr. BONYNGHE. It is the naturalization certificate that is
validated.

Mr. OLMSTED. Certificates which fail to show that they
complied with the requirements of the section?

Mr. KEIFER. Yes.

Mr. OLMSTED. And one of the requirements is not only
that the eertificate shall show the filing of an affidavit, but that
the affidavit shall be filed with the court, and that the court
shall make inquiry into all those matters.

Mr. BONYNGE. That is not the effect of it.

Mr. OLMSTED. It is capable of that construction.

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman will read the last clanse of
the bill he will gee it is very carefully drawn, and that it does
not validate anything save and except the defect in the certifi-
cate. I think I am substantially correct in that, )

[Here the hammer fell.]

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield five minutes to the tlem
South Dakota. i i

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be some difference
of judgment and opinion between Members of the House as to
what would be the effect of the passage of this bill. * I agree en-
tirely with the general statement of the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. HersurN] upon that subject. T believe that the effect of the
passage of this bill would be not only to validate certificates in
which a mere recital was not made in compliance with section
39, but to validate also the certificates in cases where the other
provisions of section 39 were not in fact complied with. In
his argument the gentleman from New York [Mr. Bexxer] held
and takes the other position. The gentleman says, however,
that section 39 of the act of March, 1903, is not a section in a
naturalization law, but an immigration law, and that many of
the courts and the parties applying for naturalization knew
nothing about it. It is difficult to conceive of a case where
a court has had its attention ealled to the language of the anti-
anarchistic clause and has made the examination required by
the section, and yet has failed to recite this fact on the face of
the certificate, because the section itself is positive that no
certificate shall be valid that does not state that on its face.
There is little doubt that in all cases in which the court has
actually made the examination and required the person apply-
ing for naturalization to give an affidavit that he is in sym-
pathy with the principles of our Constitution and Government -
the certificate would, in fact, show it. I believe this is a most
important provision. I believe in ecases in which it has not
been complied with the certificates ought not to be validated,
and therefore oppose this bill.

As the gentleman from Iowa said, the boon of citizenship in
the United States is of sufficient dignity and importance that
every important provision that has been made in the statute
should be understood by the person applying, and shounld be
obeyed and followed by the court giving its final eertificate.

Now, so far as the title to land passed by the Government of
the United States under the homestead law is concerned, T will
call the attention of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Caxrp-
BELL] to the fact that a person does not have to have taken out
a final certificate in order to be a valid homesteader, and if the
preliminary declaration has been in proper form such a person
can still apply and obtain a correet and valid final certificate.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. If the gentleman will permit
me, I will state that that may be true, and I have no doubt it
is, as to the certificate of a homesteader. But suppose the
naturalized citizen under this law within the last three years has
purchased from a citizen a homestead or home, and has since
then passed title to another, who was a native-born American
citizen, in what way may the defect in the title fo that property
be cured? .

Mr. MARTIN. That would depend entirely upon the statutes
of the State in which the transfer was made. But be that as it
may, I take the position that since the passage of the act of
1903 no person not examined by the court as to his disposition
toward the Constitution and principles of our Government
ought to be admitted to citizenship, whatever may be the effect
upon the claim of title to any particular piece of land. I take
the position that the effect of the passage of this act would be
to validate a certificate where the necessary affidavit had not
been required and no proper examination made by the court at
all, and for that reason I am opposed to it

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the-gentleman permit
me to ask him a question?

Mr. MARTIN. Certainly.
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Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Why can not it be provided
in this bill that the applicant whose certificate is not regular in
form, because the affidavit was not made at the time he applied—
to repeat, why can not we provide that when the applicant
makes application for correction of his certificate he should
make the affidavit provided for in section 39, and that the
affidavit should be filed nune pro tunc?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired.

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield the balance of my time to the gen-
tleman from South Dakota.

Mr. MARTIN. It seems to me that where the court has in
fact made the examination there is no need of legislation. If
this ean be shown, that the court has made the examination
and conformed to the law in every respect except as to the
form of the certificate, the court could cure the certificate by
conforming it to the facts disclosed in the examination.

AMr. BONYNGE. Has the gentleman taken into account the
fact that we have taken the jurisdiction away in reference to
matters of this kind from the court?

Mr. MARTIN.  The effect of that would not be to deprive the
court of the right to complete any case in which it originally
had jurisdiection. The court would still retain jurisdiction to
give a proper certificate.

Mr. BONYNGE. Under the terms of the act the certificate
is given of the time of the examination.

Mr. MARTIN. Will the gentleman state that in the cases
in which section 39 has been complied with by the making of
the affidavit, and where the applicants have Been examined by
the court, and the section followed in all respects except as to
the form of the certificate, that can not be cured by the court?

Mr. BONYNGE. That is my opinion.

Mr. MARTIN. That is not my opinion.

Mr. BONYNGE. It is my opinion further that this bill does
not affect any case except those in which the court has complied
with all the requirements of the statutes until it comes fo the
statute affecting the certificate of naturalization.

Mr. MARTIN. It is my opinion that any court that had its
attention ecalled to the requirements of this section as to the
certificate of naturalization requiring these facts——

Mr. BONYNGE. The clerk issues the certificate, and he had
printed forms and used the old forms.

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman
a question.

Mr. MARTIN. I will yield to the gentleman.

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this ques-
tion: Suppose a foreigner comes to the State of South Dakota
and takes up a homestead; he has to be naturalized before he
can prove up, and his naturalization is defective on account of
this certificate. .

Mr. MARTIN., He does not have fo be naturalized to prove
up. :

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman
from South Dakota has expired.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to amend my request by adding, on line 10, page 1-of
the bill, after the word * section,” the words “ so far as rights
in real property are concerned.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SzeryMax). The gentle-
man from New York asks unanimous consent to amend the bill.

Mr. BONYNGE. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I
desire to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr. SHERLEY. Reserving the right to object, T want to
learn what the request is.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the right to object, the
gentleman from Colorado and the gentleman from Kentucky
desire information,

Mr. BONYNGE. Do I understand the purpose of the gentle-
man from New York is to simply validate certificates in which
the other provisions of the section have been complied with and
the only failure was to insert in the certificate the fact that the
provisions of the statute are complied with?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; and then only so far as
they relate to the rights in real property.

Mr. BONYNGE. The gentleman from New York handed me a
suggestion, in which he had scratched out the words * which
were otherwise lawfully issued.” The request the gentleman
now mikes does not strike out those words.

Mr, BENNET of New York. It does not.

Mr. BONYNGE. Then I do not object.

Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from New York asks permis-
sion to amend his request?

Mr. BENNET of New York.

I intended to say * amend the
hir. SHRERLEY. Very well. I did not know but that some

previous request had been made of which I was not aware.
The gentleman desires now to amend the bill to relate fo real
estate only?

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes.

Mr. SHERLEY. I shall not object.

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman
if his contention Is that validating the certificates of naturaliza- .
tion can affect title to real property in the States? I do not
think it ean myself. That is a matter of legislation which is
entirely within the control of the States.

Mr. BENNET of New York. Yes; it can pass a law affecting
a man's naturalization, upon which his title to the land depends.

Mr. MUDD. But you can not pass a law here affecting the
right to acquire or to hold or in any manner to regulate titles
to real estate in the States.

Mr. BENNET of New York. That is true.

AMr. MUDD. You can validate the aet of naturalization upon
which the State law in relation to real estate titles will take
effect antomatieally and accomplish what is desired in relation
thereto, but you can not here by an act of Congress make a
partial provision as to naturalization which goes merely to the
point of the acquisition or alienation of land.

Mr. BENNET of New York. My motion is to amend the bill
by inserting after the word “ section,” in line 10, the words * so
far as rights in real property are concerned.”

Mr., MARTIN. I do not think that will accomplish what the
gentleman from New York seeks to accomplish.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. As I understand, if this
should be adopted It will not affect anybody except those who
own real estate. .

Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman is correct.
Where men have gone on under the assumption that they were
citizens and were not citizens, but aliens, and either they or
their heirs or their devisees have taken title, which title is abso-
lutely invalid, then this act legalizes that certifiente of naturali-
zation for that purpose.

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio.
the gentleman a question.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I will yield. )

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. As affecting the real estate in the
States, can we pass a retroactive law to make a man a ¢itizen
who is an alien?

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You can relieve the objection of illegal
naturalization, so far as that operates.

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. I am opposed to this bill. I think
it is improper in form and something much better could he
framed to accomplish the object. If the record of the court
naturalizing the alien shows that all the proceedings were regu-
lar, why not provide for the issuance of a transcript; then that
would obviate the alien, or the parties who now have the defvet-
ive certificate, carrying around over the country a paper which
does not show whether it is valid or invalid.

Mr. BENNET of New York. The trouble with the suggestion
of the gentleman in this, that people get naturalized, for in-
stance, in the courts of Pittsburg, and then move to Oklahoma
or Minnesota and other States. Their certificates are burned
and destroyed, and you can not obtain again the original cer-
tificates.

Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio. The law provides that we can get
a transeript at any time from every court.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection made to the
request of the gentleman from New York?

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made.

AMr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min-
utes to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Barrmoror].

Mr. BARTHOLDT. DMr. Speaker, if this bill contemplated
to validate certificates of naturalization fraudulently issuned, I
should certainly vete against it, but as I understand the lan-
zuage of this aet, it doeés no such thing. It merely validates
certain certificates of naturalization” which are not correct in
form, and not because of any fault on the part of the immigrant
who sought naturalization, but because of the neglect or over-
sight of the courts who issued the certificates. Now, the ques-
tion is, Shall we punish an innocent applicant for a certificate
of naturalization whose certificate, in the light of this section
in the immigration bill, is now invalid, or shall we state that
because of a neglect of the courts these certificates shall be
validated?

Mr. BONYNGE. That is all there is to it.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, people who are concerned
in fraudulent certificates of naturalization are being prose-
cuted to-day in all the large cities of the country. In my own
city we have sent quite a number of prominent politicians to
the penitentiary for fraudulently procuring naturalization pa-

Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask
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pers for people. But this bill does not apply to that class. It
applies to a class of innocent men.

TlhedSPEAK,ER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has
expired. -

Mr. BENNET of New York. How much time have I remain-
ing?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes.

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was going to say that it
applies to a class of innocent men who were seeking the boon
of citizenship of this country, who have come here with the
intention of remaining in this country, who have come here
with their families, who have come with the purpose of identi-
fying themselves with the institutions of this country. When
we investigate as to which party is benefiting most by the process
of naturalization, I would say that, in my own bumble judg-
ment, both parties are benefited. The country is benefited by
granting citizenship to a good man and a good family, and the
immigrant is benefited, upon whom is bestowed that boon of which
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HepeURN] speaks. Mr. Speaker,
I sincerely trust that this bill will pass, and I am glad that
ihe amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
BexNer] has been objected to, because it would certainly have
weakened the bill. It would have included only those who hold
property and all the other thousands would hold defective cer-
tificates of naturalization, would be excluded from the benefits
of this legislation although the issuing of those defective cer-
tifientes was no fault of theirs,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from New York to suspend the rules and pass
the bill.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
Hersury) there were—ayes 51, noes 41.

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to sus-
pend the rules was rejected.

PAY OF OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 203,
which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

. Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the
House of Representatives Le, and they are hereby, authorized aund in-
structed to pay the cofficers and employees of the Senate and House of

Representatives, including the Capitol police, their respective salaries

for the month of December, 19006, on the 20th day of said month.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New
Jersey asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of
the House joint resolution 203. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en-
grossment and third.reading of the joint resolution.

The question was taken; and the joint resolution was ordered
to be engrossed and read a third time, read the third time, and
passed.

On motion of Mr. LoUDENSLAGER, 2 motion to reconsider the
last vote was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS ALLEGHENY RIVER, PENNSYLVANIA.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 21200) to authorize
the county of Allegheny, in the State of Pennsylvania, to con-
struct a bridge across the Allegheny River, in Allegheny County,
Pa., which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Allegheny, in the State of
Pennsylvania, a munieipal corporation organized under the laws of
Pennsylvania, its successors and assigng, be, and it is hereby, suthor-
ized to construct, maintain, and. operate a bridge, and approaches
thereto, across the Allegheny River, from a point at or near H street
in the borough of Oakmont, Allegheny County, I'a., to Hulton Ferry,
in the township of Harmar, in said county and State, in accordance
with the provisions of the act entitled **An act to regulaie the con-
struction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1908.

Sec. 2. That the ‘right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is hereby
expressly reserved.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask whether it is
intended that that bridge shall be used for railroad purposes?

Mr. DALZELL. Why, the bill is in conformity with the gen-
eral bridge act which we passed at the last Congress and pro-
vides for the use of the bridge by all sorts of corporations. It
is the ordinary general-corporation act.

AMr. GOLDFOGLE. In other words, this is really a bill for
the purpose of permitting some railroad company to use this
franchise.

Mr. DALZELL. Not so far as I know ; no.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What railroad is intending to pass over
this bridge?

Mr. DALZELL. No railroad, so far as I know. It is a bridge
between two large communities, one on one side of the Alle-
gheny River and the other on the other side, and there is no
bridge across within a distance of 8 or 10 miles. It is an ordi-
nary highway bridge built by the county of Allegheny; not a
corporation, but a municipality.

Mr. GRAHAM. I would also state it connects Mr. DALzELL'S
distriet with mine, and the people all want it.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If you two gentlemen desire to get so
close together, I shall have no objection.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a
pause.] The Chair hears none.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. DArzeLy, a motion to reconsider the last
vote was laid on the table.

BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER, ALABAMA.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to call up the bill H. R. 21951, and ask its present
consideration.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: 5
A bill (H. R. 21951) to authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and North-

ern Raillroad Company to construct a bri across th i
in the State of Alabama. uey $4. 5 abee: Jitvec,

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Rail-

road Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the State of
Alabama, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, author-
ized to construct, maintain, ang operate a railroad bridge and a
roaches thereto across the Bighee River at or near Stones Ferry, Rl.-
iekens County, in the State of Alabama, in accordance with the pro-
visions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906,

Sgc, 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The committee amendment is as follows:

In line 7 strike out “ Bigbee ™ and insert “ Tombigbee."”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know the name
gfi (I];he railroad corporation which desires to make usé of this

ridge.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is an ordinary bridge
bill in the usual form prescribed by the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Cominerce.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. The question I put was, “ What corpora-
tion desires to make use of this bridge?” .

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly it is intended to
make use of it; that is why it is to be put up.

AMr. GOLDFOGLE. I want to know the name of the railroad
that is to pass over it L

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is in the bill.

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. It is named in the bill?

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. It is the Alabama, Tennes-
see and Northern Railroad Company.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a
third time, was read the third time, and passed.

The fitle was amended to read as follows: .

To authorize the Alabama, Tennessee and Northern Raillroad Com-

pany to construct a bridge across the Tombighee River in the State of
Alabama.

LIFE-SAVING émnox. ISLES OF SHOALS, TORTSMOUTH, N. II.

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s
desk.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 189) to establish a life-saving station at the Isles of
Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. I,

Be it enacted, ete., That the SBecretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, anthorized and directed to establish a life-saving station at such

int on the Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. ., as the General

uperintendent of the Life-SBaving Service may recommend.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none. |

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the purpose of considering the Indian appropria-
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tion bill, and pending that, if the gentleman from Texas is here,
let us see what arrangement can be made for general debate.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I have not had any application
for time except from one gentleman.

Mr. SHERMAN. And he is not here?
to exceed an hour?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Not to exceed one hour.

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that general de-
bate may be for one hour, one-half to be controlled by myself
and one-half by the gentleman from Texas.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee resolved itself into the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 22580, the Indian appropriation bill, Mr.
BoureLyn in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 22580) making appropriations for the current and con-
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipula-
tions with varlous Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1908,

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with
the tirst reading of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, the bill as now presented
presents no new feature of administration. It does present cer-
tain features of legislation which if any gentleman desires to
invoke the rule will necessitate the striking out of the provi-
sions. For instance, it has been the custom for many years
to make certain provisions as to the manner in which certain
funds should be expended; how they could be changed from ex-
penditure in one location or one avenue to another, and also
how certain provisions as to the manner of advertising for bids
for supplies and the letting of supplies, ete. These provisions
have been carried in the bill ever since I first became con-
nected with the Indian Committee, which is twelve years ago,
and I do not know how long prior to that time, and we have
in the bill this year made those provisions continuous, so that
it will be unnecessary year after year to lumber up this ap-
propriation bill with page after page of these provisions. It
will be entirely proper for Congress at any time that it desires
to do it to make a change of these provisions. It is apparent
from the repeated enactment year after year that this is the
will of Congress, and we attempt to shorten the bill by making
these provisions continuous.

The policy of the Government in the treatvient of the Indians
is, as has been the policy for many years, to illot to the Indians
as rapidly as possible, and to do away as rapidly as possible
with the tribal oceupancy of the land, to educate the Indians,
to instill habits of industry into them, to #nforece labor where
it is necessary. Where the treaty provigions are such that
the administrative officer can require them to labor for money,
rather than issue rations to the Indians, to buy the food, that
has been done, and that policy is continued now. And we sdre
educating them not merely in the * three R's,” not merely in
the day schools, but also in the boarding schools and in the
manual training schools, teaching them to be artisans, to be
carpenters, blacksmiths, harness makers, and the like of that,
and more than that, we are teaching the Indians, not merely
the youthful ones, but the clder and the middle-aged men and
women, in their home, the art of farming, of grazing, of cattle
raising, housekeeping, of sewing, and of washing, through the
instrumentality of the practical farmers and the matrons who
go from' reservation to reservation and from home to home.
This has been the policy for some years, and this is the policy
now. In that way it is believed we will soonest reach the

What do you say, not

goal which all desire, of making the Indians self-supporting.

citizens. .

As viewed from year to year, no siriking advance can be seen
in the condition of the Indians, but taking any given period of
three or five or ten years, or longer, there is to be seen a very
rapid improvement in their general condition. Last year in
presenting the bill I read from the report in many States and
Territories. from agents, from superintendents, from farmers,
and the like, showing the satisfactory condition of the Indians
as a whole in these various localities. The reports did not all
demonstrate improvement and a satisfactory condition, to be
sure, but most of them did, and the one wail that then was
general, and that I find in the reports for this year as well, is the
introduction of alcoholie liquors among the Indians. That is
an evil which has been most instrumental in retarding the

progress of the Indians heretofore, and it still exists to a degree,
stimulated somewhat by a recent decision of the Supreme Court
in reference to the right of Indians after taking allotments and
becoming citizens. We attempted in last year's bill, and have
repeated in this year's bill, to provide for combating that evil
by giving to the Commissioner a very considerable sum of money,
$25,000, for reaching without the reservation limits in fighting
the introduction of liquor to Indians. Perhaps I can best show
the advance of the Indians during a period of a decade or more
by quoting a few figures, and I shall not quote a great many.
First, the population of the Indians to-day, as shown by the last
census and somewhat by agency reports since, and a little bit
estimated, outside of the Indian Territory, is 192,442 ; the pop-
ulation within the Territory, 91,637, making a fotal Indian pop-
ulation of 284,079. Last year the Indian births exceeded the
deaths by 316. There are more Indians in Arizona than are
in any other State or Territory. There are 38,000 in Arizona,
19,000 in South Dakota, 18,000 in New Mexico, 15,000 in Cali-
fornia, and 9,000 in North Dakota. The total fund which be-
longs to the Indians, held in trust by the Government for them,
is $35,000,000—I give these sums in round figures, as there is
no use of particularizing to the dollar and cent—upon which
the Government paid last year to the Indians $1,721,000 in in-
terest. To this the Indians added by the payment for their
own labor throughout the United States last year $1,331,000.
Besides this, the United States is obligated, under its various
treaties, to pay to Indians, in round numbers, about three-quar-
ters of a million dollars in various ways—some of it in money,
some of it in support of schools, some of it in furnishing rations,
and so forth. -

The total acreage of lands owned by the Indians, both allotted
and not allotted, in the United States, outside of the Indian
Territory, is 51,000,000 acres, or an average of 271 acres for
every man, woman, and child of the Indian population in this
country outside of the Territory. v

First, let me say, they cultivated themselves 365,000 acres of
land, and from them they produced last year three-fourths of a
million of bushels of wheat, a million and a quarter of oats and
barley, a million bushels of corn, nearly three-quarters of a mil-
lion of bushels of vegetables, and half a million tons of hay.

Now, to illustrate the advance of the Indians, let me quote
these figures: Fifteen years ago there were 75,000 Indians wear-
ing citizens’ dress; ten years ago, 81,000, and the last fiscal year
for which we have a full report, 116,000. Ten years ago those who
wore citizens' clothing, in part, were 31,000; last year, 43,000.
Those who could read the English language fifteen years ago
were 27,000 ; ten years ago, 33,000 ; last year, 63,000. Those who
could speak the English language fifteen years ago, 31,000; ten
yvears ago, 41,000, and at the present time upward of 70,000,
the last report showing 70,000, The number of dwellings occu-
pied by the Indians fifteen years ago were 20,000; ten years ago,
23,000 ; now, 28,000. The number of churth buildings fifteen
years ago, 198; ten years ago, 371, and now, 390. Church mem-
bership has increased during the last ten years from 20,000 to
38,000, So that, as I say, these fizures show a reasonably satis-
fnetory progress on the part of the Indians throughout the
United States. The school enrollment for the last fiscal year
has not increased over the school enrollment of the prior year.
The average attendance during the last year is slightly greater
than the year before. However, with an enrollment of over
30,000 out of a population of 200,000, it seems to me that we have
somewhere near reached the high-water mark in school attend-
ance. The reports from the various school superintendents show
a satisfactory condition in reference to the education of the pu-
pils in the various schools and from the various reservations.
We have about 300 Indian schools—28 large nonreservation
boarding schools, the largest of which is Carlisle, the next Chi-
locco, and the next Haskell, Kans. Over a thousand pupils are
educated at Carlisle.- At some of the larger schools the so-called
“outing system " is in operation, the results of which are uni-
formly satisfactory. The Indians during . the vaecation are
farmed out, and farmed out with very great care, to families
where they are taught the art of housekeeping and farming and
the like from a practical standpoint,

There has been much agitation both in and out of Congress in
reference to so-called * contract schools.” Congress about ten
vears ago declared that after a specified time named in the act
Congress should no longer appropriate to these contract
schools—* sectarian schools,” as they were then called. Since 1901
Congress has not so appropriated, but under the direction of
the Executive certain treaty funds and certain trust funds have
been used for the support of some of these schools. Under a
ruling that has been made the treaty funds are no longer used
for that purpose. Trust funds are used where the tribes peti-
tlon that they be so used. At the present time there are con-
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tracts with less than half a dozen gchoolg, in which there are
educated less than 300 children under these contracts. But
there are so-called * sectarian schools " still maintained by vari-
ous denominations—more by the Catholic Church than by any
other denomination—schools in which about 3,500 Indian schol-
ars are educated and supported or maintained by the Catholie
Church, Presbyterian Church, Lutherans, Episcopaliang, Dutek
Reformed, Methodists, and possibly other denominations. The
fact is that they do this with money that they raise in their own
way, with which Congress has naught to do. Of these schools,
I think there are forty-five, and the Catholic Church supports,
if T remember correctly, twenty-nine, and the other sixteen are
supported by the various other denominations. The care and
maintenance of the pupils in these schools is satisfactory.

Now, Mr. Chairman, with this I hope not too lengthy explana-
tion T reserve the balance of my time. YWhen we come to the
reading of the bill, T will be glad to explain any item that any
Member of the House desires to have information upon.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Before the gentleman sits down——

Mr. SBHERMAN. If the gentleman will permit me, just one
moment. I neglected to take up the report. It discloses these
facts: That, first, the total amount that is proposed to be ap-
propriated is $8,200,000. Last year the total amount was $9 -
400,000. Now, it is proposed to appropriate a sum in excess of
the estimates by the Department. We have provided for $300,.-
000 rather than $150,000 estimated for the support of schools
in the Indian Territory, and this money is expended not merely
for the education of the Indians, but for whites as well, during
the tranpsition period from the condition of tribal ownership
to coming in under the State government.

These schools, by the way, are contributed to not merely by
this appropriation, but also by certain funds that come to the
tribe for royalties on certain lands which have been leased, and
also from fees for certain court proceedings. * So that while the
facts are that last year more white people were educated in
these schools than Indians, $150,000 was appropriated by Con-
gress, and the balance of better than $400,000 was expended out
of the Indian fund. Now, I will yield to the gentleman from
Maine.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman referred to a ruling by
the Department in relation to treaty funds. Would he be kind
enough to state just exaetly what the ruling was, so that we can
get an idea of the situation.

Mr. SHERMAN. The idea was that the trust funds could
he used for the education of the Indian children in any schools
that the owners of the fund desired them to be educated in;
wherever the Indians of any tribe petition that a portion of
their fund should be used for the eduecation of their children in
any particular school that it should be so used.

“'Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But the tribe had to take the initiative?

Mr. SHERMAN. , Yes; by petition.

Mr. LITTLEFILLD ’l‘hc trust funds are being so used, but
the treaty funds are not.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is correct.

_ Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The trust funds are being used for the
benefit of the cestul que trusts?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. The treaty funds are not used in this
way, but when the Indians petition that the trust funds be used
in any particular way for educational purposes they are so used.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has there been any ruling in relation to
the use of the treaty funds?

Mr. SHERMAN. The ruling has been that they could not be
g0 used.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Could not be used on the petition of the
tribe?

Mr, SHHERMAN. No.
use the treaty funds.

Mr. LITTLEVIELD. Under what circumstances was that
ruling made?

Mr. SHERMAN. There is some action pending in some court,
on the application of somebody somewhere, representing one of
these schools, for a determination of that question. 1 have for-
gotten whether it be in the nature of a mandamus proceeding or
an injunction proceeding, but I say there is now pending a pro-
ceeding to determine whether or not the Department shall use
the treaty funds upon the application of the Indian {ribes.
Pending the determination of that action, the funds are not be-
ing so used. N

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The bill last year from your committee,
appropriating for the Indians, as I remember it, carried quite a
large inecrease in salaries and in the number of officers, some-
thing in excess of $100,000. Is the gentleman able to state what
the fact is in relation to the present bill?

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman is in error in his recollection
of last year's bill, It did not do anything of the kind.

The Department has declined so to

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. My recollection is that it provided for
a large number of extra officers.

Mr. SHERMAN. No.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD.

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman’s recollection is at fault,

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the fact about this bill so far
as the creation of new offices is concerned and the increase of
official salaries?

Mr, SHERMAN. We create no new offices. T am glad the
gentleman made the inquiry, because it brings to my mind one
subject I have not discussed. We have heretofore appropriated
specifically for the superintendents of the various schools. We
make this change in this bill: We divide the schools into four
classes. Class 1 is made up of boarding schools that have 100
students or less; class 2, those having from 100 to 200; class 3,

I thought it did.

‘above 200 and below 400; class 4, above 400; and we provide

that the salaries of superintendents in class 1 shall be not ex-
ceeding §1,200; in class 2, not exceeding $1,600; in class 3, not
to exceed $2,000, and in class 4, not to exceed $2,500. .

These salaries are to be fixed by the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs. The idea was this: Now the superintendent is put at.a
school, say, with a salary of $1,200. No matter how eflicient he
may be, that is all he can get in that school, and the only way to
give him promotion is to take him to some other school. The
Commissioner believed, and the committee thought he was cor-
rect in his idea, that to provide this sliding scale, as it were, the
Commissioner could bring a new man into the service, put him
at a school in class 2, pay him in that school a salary of $1,300
or $1,400, and ‘say: * Now, when you have brought this school
up to a higher grade than it now is, when you accomplish a little
more than has heretofore been accomplished, I will raise your
salary to the maximum of $1,600.” In other words, he believed
that stimulant before the superintendent will result in the bet-
terment of the service, and the committee thought he was right
in that regard.

It does not increase the number of superintendents, but it in-
creases slightly the appropriation, because there are a few
schools, two or three, where the number of students is above
400, and the salary now appropriated is less than $2,500. But
it does not of necessity follow that the Commissioner will fix the
salary at $2,500. Ior instance, take the Riverside School, Cali-
fornia, where there is as efficient and capable and fine a super-
intendent as in any school in the country, regardless of color of
the students, and the salary is $2,250, and as far as I know the
superintendent is entirely satisfied. I imagine the Commis-
sioner will not think it necessary to raise that salary above the
$2,250, which it is at present. But the maximum is $2,500, and
we appropriate the maximum, so that if the Commissioner sees
fit to use it he can. . But that means all told only twelve or fif-
teen hundred dollars.

The gentleman from Maine must understand that in this
bill we do not appropriate for the officers here in the city of
Washington, only the officers in the field. We never do appro-
priate for the administration in the office at Washington—that
is carried in the legislative bill. All this bill cares for is the
administration in the field and the obligatlons of the Government
by way of treaty and gratuities.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Are there any increases appropriated
for in the bill other than those which the gentleman has de-
scribed ? |

Mr. SHERM! A\I I do not remember now whether we appro-
priate more for the Indian Territory work than we did last
year, but unless we do there is no other increase.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would be in connection with the
increased appropriation for schools in the Indian Territory?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; my recollection is that we appropriate
less for the work in the Indian-Territory this year than we did
last year, except school work that I spoke of. Mr. Chairman, I
reserve the balance of my time.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think the com-
mittee is 1o be congratulated for the reduction in expenditures
in this bill from that of last session. The amount appropriated
for 1907 was $9,405,198, and the amount ecarried in this bill is
39.2030(18, making an excess of last year over this year of
$1,202,131.

I desire further to state, Mr. Chairman, that there is but little
new legislation in this bill. Among the items of new legisla-
tion I find this, an item which capitalizes the fund of the Iowa
Sac and Fox tribe of Oklahoma, and enables the Secretary of
the Treasury to pay the sum of money to their eredit on his
books, and on which the Government is now paying interest.

Mr. CURTIS. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but these are
Kansas Indians and not Oklahoma Indians.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I understand; but it is merely a
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provision that enables the money to be paid out according to the
indorsement of the Secretary of the Treasury. -

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr. Chairman, I should be glad if the gen-
tleman will explain this process of capitalization.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Where a fund has come to the
Indians under different treaty stipulations, capitalizing it is
putting it all together and paying it off in bulk to the Indians
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. They get all the money due
them, but it is capitalized and paid to them under their instrue-
tions, so as to save so much trouble and bookkeeping. It is
simply a matter of bookkeeping.

There will be found in the bill a raise of from $150,000 to
£300,000 which was appropriated last year for schools in the
Indian Territory. We find that the amount we appropriated
Inst year was wholly insufficient for the purpose of carrying on
the schools in the country. This is outside of the towns. So
we simply doubled it this year aud let it carry $300,000.

I disagree with the chairman of the committee and with the
majority of the committee, and have for some years, with refer-
ence to the use of trust and treaty funds for sectarian schools.
I have bills pending to correct that trouble, as I so regard it,
but have been unable to get the Committee on Indian Affairs to
see these things in the light that I see them. I think all of
these trust funds and the treaty funds coming to the Indians
should be used in Indian Government schools, and that no part
of it should be farmed out to any sectarian school of any kind
or character. I believe that the principle is wrong. Another
matter to which I desire to call the attention of the House is
this: We find a great many Indians who bave become citizens
of the United States under a recent decision—I believe the
Hough case—where an Indian in Kansas had some one sell him
whisky. The man who sold the Indian the whisky was prose-
cuted. He defended on the ground that the Indian was a citi-
zen of the United States, because his land had been allotted to
him. He was convicted in the lower court. The case came to
the Supreme Court of the United States, and they reversed the
lower court and held that after allotment of lands to Indians
they become citizens of the United States, and hence it was no
offense to sell whisky to a ecitizen of the United States. I be-
lieve it is wrong for Congress and the United States to have to
educate children of the citizens of the United States, and I fake
the broad ground that when these Indians have their lands al-
lotted to them that they do become citizens of the United States
and that they should be taken off the General Government and
that the States and Territories where they live should provide
for educating them ; that they should be mixed among the chil-
dren of the schools of the State or Territory and become part
and parcel of the schools of the State or Territory where they
reside. I do not think it is fair for the entire United States to
be taxed; for the Government of the United States to go into
the various States and Territories whete these Indian reserva-
tions happen to be and appropriate $167 per capita to each one
of these Indians for the purpose of educating what are now citi-
zens of the United States simply because they may have one-
sixteenth or one-eighth of Indian blood in their veins.

If we adopt this policy when these allotments are made and
these people become citizens of the United States, and turn them
over to the States or Territories, then we will have this Indian
problem solved in a very few years, because we have very
justly adopted the policy of allotting the lands to the Indians
and making them ecitizens, and we should let them become a part
and parcel of the great body of our citizens. Then the local
legislatures of the States or Territories should take control of
them, and that would relieve the Congress of the United States
from the burden. It would relieve the Treasury of the United
States from the burden, and in that way the. Indian problem
would soon be solved.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I notice that the chairman of the
committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN],
stated that there were forty-five sectarian schools in the Terri-
tory, twenty-nine of which were Catholic and the others
Protestant. Do all of these sectarian schools there share in this
trust fund that the gentleman speaks of ?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No; that is done in this way. It
* is done on petition of the tribe, as T understand it, to the Sec-
retary of the Interior to be permitted to use so much of their
fund as is available for that year; and they select the school,
whether Catholic, Presbyterian, or whatever it may be, to which
they desire to send their children. I object to that, for the
reason that you will have a petition going the rounds for one
kind of school and another for another; as, for instance, for a
Presbyterian and for a Catholic school; and you thus have a
sectarian trouble among those Indians. I maintain that all of
these funds should be used only in Government schools, under

the control of the Government, and not under the control of any
sectarian teacher whatever.

Mr. WEBB. Is there any one of the churches that receives
the largest share of this trust fund?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think the Catholic Church, as
the chairman has stated, has twenty-nine out of forty-five.

Mr. Chairman, I now yield such time as I may have left to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. GoUuLpEN]. ;

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration
for Indian appropriations is absolutely safe in the hands of
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and especially as the chair-
man [Mr. SHErMAN] has the full confidence of .every Member
of this body. Indeed it would be safe, in my judgment, to
adopt the recommendations and approve the bill as a whole
without discussion or change of any character. [Applause.]

Therefore I shall devote the period allotted me to the neces-
sity of larger appropriations for the improvement of the na-
tion's waterways, the best and cheapest manner of handling
the country’s products.

These are nature’s common carriers and will sclve the vexed
problem of transportation and railroad-rate regulation.

A great congress of commercial bodies, representing every
section of the country, with an attendance of 1,000 delegates,
met in this city December T and 8, 1906, to discuss ways and
means to bring about the desired results. Speeches were made
by distinguished men known for their civie pride and sterling
patriotism, resolutions unanimously adopted demanding at
lease $50,000,000 annually for river and harbor improvements,
and a permanent organization effected, with that zealous and
untiring colleague of ours, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr,
RaxspeLL], at its head as president.

The country should awaken from its apathy and get behind
this grand and praisworthy organization, creating and stimu-
lating a strong active public sentiment in favor of the project
advocated. In this way the Congress of the United States,
ever responsive to public sentiment, will see to it that a suffi-
cient amount of the annual revenues of the Government is
appropriated for this purpose, and that, too, before the moneys
are devoted to other and less important objects.

While in favor of a good navy and a well-equipped, limited-in-
number army, I do not advocate excessive and yearly increasing
appropriations for these objects, and especially not at the ex-
pense of the improvement of the great waterways of the country
now actually needed to transport the rich products of the farm,
the mine, the forest, and the factory.

Representing a district avith forty-odd miles of navigable
water front and a population of 400,000, I am particularly inter-
ested in this matter. This district has such well-known water-
ways as the Hudson, East, Dronx, and Harlem rivers, Long
Island Sound, Westchester and Eastchester creeks, and Bronx
Kills, all tidal streams, with an immense traffic; all under im-
provement by the General Government except the Kills.

What is demanded by my people and those of the Empire
State is that the improvements now under way be speedily com-
pleted, and not drag along another guarter or half a century in
most of the improvements, as has been the case. Take the Har-
lem River, 8 miles in length and with a commerce the last year
of 9,998,021 tons, valued at $270,210,309, and a contiguous popu-
lation to be benefited of 850,000. It has been under way since
1874, nearly thirty-three years. The Borough of the Bronx, the
upper part of the Eighteenth Congressional distriet, which I
have the honor to represent, one of the five great subdivisions
of New York City, has a population of over 300,000, an assessed
valuation January, 1906, one year ago, of $360,543,727. Its
growth is phenomenal, increasing at the rate of 35,000 yearly,
due to its great natural advantages. The new buildings erected
in 1906 will approximate $40,000,000 in value, mostly homes for
the great middle class of our people, who are coming into the
borongh. New docks are being built and many more in con-
templation, eventually making these waterways one solid line of
wharfs and storehouses, thus giving relief to the congested state
of affairs in the lower part of the city, now the center of great
commercial activity. [Applause.]

When it is remembered that more.than one-half of the foreign
and coastwise trade enters or leaves the port of New York the
importance of these waterways will be appreciated. ;

In addition to all this there will be a largely increased traffie
from the Lakes and the great Northwest when the canal system
of the State of New York, upon which $101,000,000 is now being
expended, is completed, which will be an accomplished fact in
the next decade.

1 desire to add as a part of my remarks the very able and
interesting report made to the Hon. TaHrEopDORE E. BURTON,
chairman of Rivers and Harbors Committee, under date of
December 15, 1906, by the Hon. James L. Wells, of the North
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Ride Board of Trade, an organization of nearly 500 prominent

business men in the Borough of the Bronx. Mr. Wells was
for six years the president of this influential body of distin-
guished citizens and is an acknowledged authority on real
estate, taxes, and assessments and the charter of Greater
New York, having been one of its framers. [Applause.]

Now, with a growing sentiment all over this land of ours that
the railroads are mo longer able to carry the products of the
country, no longer able to give relief in the way of fuel, as I
have observed in the morning papers, in the West, where cities
are suffering to-day from the severe cold, because of the ina-
bility of the railroads to carry the fuel necessary for those
places; inasmuch as so distinguished a gentleman as James J.
Hill, president of the Northern Railroad Company, in a recent
letter stated that the improvement of our waterways was an
absolute necessity if we desired to have the products of the coun-
iry carried to the markets; if this is the case, and I think it is,
the railroads being no longer able to perform the duties for which
they were chartered and built, it is time, I-should think, my
colleagues, to do something to improve and complete the various
waterway projects under way in order that these natural chan-
nels of commerce and trade may be able to come to the rescue
of the railroads, especially in the matter of heavy freight,
and be enabled to give what is necessary for the prosperity
and comfort of its people. Not only that, but by the river
and ocean methods we are enabled to carry freight, particu-
larly heavy freight, so much cheaper—I think about eight
times less than it can be done by railroads. Therefore
I trust that the recent congress which met here in con-
vention will have a salutary effect upon this body, so that
larger sums may be appropriated for the improvement of our
rivers and harbors under the direction of that able committee.
a committee that has never been charged with any wrongdoing
nor lack of interest in the matter, a committee that has given
the best of their time and their ability to bring out bills which
were for the benefit of the whole country. I trust, therefore.
that this Congress will pass a bill during this session that will
give the needed relief to the whole nation in the way of larger
appropriations for the improvement of our rivers and harbors.
[Applause. ]

Statement submitted by James L. Wells, representing the North Side
Board of Trade of the city of New York, in favor of an appropria-
tion for the completion of the Harlem Ship Canal,

Mr., CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEX: The North Slde Board of Trade of
the city of New York las reguested me to respectfully submit for your
consideration the following statements in favor of an appropriation for
the completion of the Harlem Ship Canai.

1. THE ADVISABILITY OF THE WORK.

‘The nature of the improvement.—This improvement consists in
widening and deepening the channel of the Harlem River and Spuyten
Duyvil Creek, In the city of New York, 'so as to make a continuous
ship canal connecting the waters of the Hudson River with those of
Long Island Sound. 2

This iz not a mnew, local, or erpensive prolpasmon,-—lt is one of
the oldest and most meritorlous projects of its kind in the Unlted
States.

Always nam‘?abi‘e streams.—Ever since their discovery by the Dutch
the Harlem River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek have Dheen regarded as
navigable streams. In colonial times and long afterwards they fur-
nished the natural waterway for the farmers of Manhattan and the

reat térritory beyond to transport their products and supplies to and
from the city of New York. uring our war for independence they
were constantly used by the contending armies for the transportation
of troops, munitions, and provisions to the numerous forts along their
banks.

The available depth of the water in these streams hefore their im-
provement by the United States begun was from 8 to 10 feet.

Part of the canal system of New York.—The improvement of these
waterways formed an essential part of the original plan of Gouver-
neur Morris for connecting Lake Erie with the ocean. Governor De
Witt Clinton, of New York, gave this project his hearty approval. He
formulated the necessary legislation for its accomplishment by the State
of New York, and would have secured its enactment had it not been for
his untimely death. ]

An arin of the seca.—In 1837 the learned Chancellor Walworth judis
clally decided that * the Harlem River is a public hlﬁhwa and an
arm of the sea.” (Renwick v. Morris, 7 HIill, 575.) "ice-Chancellor
McGoun in 1839 also decided in the Matter of the Water Commissioners
that “ the Harlem River is a navigable stream. The tide ebbs and flows
through it. It is an arm of the sea.” (3 Bdwards Chancery Reports,
289-2451.) The legislature of the State of New York also finally
deemed it to be unwise fo subject thiese waters to the control of private
individuals or corporations desiring to improve their navigation and
collect tolls.

Comparative availability.—The coast survey hydrographic charts and
other official maps established the fact that the natural navigable ca-

city of the Harlem River compared favorably with any of the har-
%rs on the Atlantic coast from Eastport, Me., to Jacksonville, Fla.
Those competent to judge declared that the lower Harlem was a better
stream for commercial purposes than the Seine at Paris. (See re%nrt of
Hon. Andrew H. Green, New York park commissioner, 1868.) thers
positively assert that it compared favorably with the Clyde at Glasgow,
the Weser at Bremen, and the Elbe at Hamburg.

The public necessity of Improving the Harlem River and Spuyten
Duyvil Creek, and of converting these streams into a ship canal, was
determined by the United States authorities in 1874, more than thirty-
two years ago. . | '

4. great convenience.—In 1874 Congress made a small appropriation

for the survey of these streams. In 1875 Col. John Newton, United
States engineer, in charge of the work, in his report to General Hum-
phreys, Chief ﬁ‘.ng!nee_r. United States Army, recommending the im-
rovement, eald * it would, if made, constitute a great convenience
or vessels passing through the Harlem to Long Island Sound.” He
also said In his report, “ it must be the depot for vast supplies of
lumber, stone, brick, cement, lath, lime, and other bullding ma?eria.ls."

Official incestigations.—Congressional committees, .as well- as the
engineers of the War Department, have frequently examined and re-
ported in favor of the improvement.

A _part of New York's harbor—The Board of Engineers, on Decem-
ber 7, 1892, answering certain questions submitted to them in reference
to the improvement, said : **The Harlem River, in its natural and pres-
ent condition, is a large and important part of New York's harbor, and
offers location for wharves, manufactures, and shtl!pyards superior to
any unoccupied water fronts on Manhattan Island.” The rapidly In-
creasing demands of commerce and navigation preclude the notion that
anything sheuld be done to diminish the harbor accommodations.”
(See report of General Schofield, United States Army, to Senate Com-
mittee on Commerce.

Benefits resulting from the work.—Secretaries of War have from time
to time officially reported to Congress that the work already done has
made a reduction in freight rates, increased the facilities for handling
shipments, caused a material saving in the time and cost of transpor-
tation, and that the completion of the work would constitute a great
convenience to vessels passing through the canal to Long Island Sound.

Indorsements and petitions.—The advisability of th?ﬂ improvement
has been indorsed by the legislature of the Staie of New York, by the
legislative department of the city of New York, by chambers of com-
merce, boards of trade, and other organizations, and by thousands of
prominent business men in all the large cities between the Atlantic
coasﬁd and the Mississippi RRiver. The petitions are matters of official
record.

Further discusgsion unnecessary.—The time has long since elansed
for a further discussion of the advisability of this important project.
The General Government is already committed to the prosecution of
the work to completion by the large sums of money it has already ex-

endeg uﬂun it and the heavy expenses it lias imposed upon the city of
New York.

If this improvement was advisable in 1874 and 1886, when author-

ized by the Government, it certainly is much more so now, with the
extroordinary growth of the city, State, and nation In population,
wealth, commerce, and manufacturing enterprises.
_The growth of eity shows its necessity.—The phenomenal growth of
New York City north of Ninety-eighth street shows the necessity of
this improvement. This growth alone would justify the most liberal
expenditures by the General Government in order to facllitate com-
merce by the completion of the work.

In 1874, when Colonel Newton's plans were adopted by the War
Department, the portion of Manhattan on the southerly and westerly
side of the Harlem Kiver was mmpamtivelﬁ sparsely settled, and the
assessed value of its real estate was only about $70,000,000. Now its
popualation is over 500,000, and the assessed value of its real estate is
aver £700,000,000,

In 1874 the population of that part of the city of New York north
and east of the Harlem River, now called * the Borough of the Bronx,”
was about 36,000, and the assessed value of its real estate was about
£22.000,000. Now upward of 350,000 people have their homes and
their business interesis in the Bronx, and the assessed value of its
taxable real estate was, in January, 1906, $360,543,727.

Since January 1, 1881, the estimated cost of new bulldings erected
in the Bronx has been approximately $229,000,000. The cost of those
3}-%-{]('5 during the past three years has been approximately $90,-

L0000,

These fizures show a total population on both sides of the Harlem
River of over 850,000. This is a population greater than that of any
one of sixteen States of the Union and greater than that of five of
them combined. This is a. population greater than that of the whole
State of New York when the Erie Canal was first suggested.

These figures also show that the taxable value of real estate alone
contiguous to the Harlem River is greater than the total combined
taxable value of all the real and J}ersnnul property in any one of
thirty-four States of the Union and greater than that of eleven of
our States together.

A growth so extraordinary as this in itself creates commerce, and
the Harlem River, situated, as it is, In the center of this 5mat popu-
lation, is the natural carrier and its docks the storage and distribui-
ing deptl):: for the bulky merchandise of this large and enterprising
community.

Why the improvement 48 advisable.—We hold that the completion
of this improvement is advisable for the following, among other, rea-
S0ns © .

1. It is in the interests of commerce, present and prospective, of
the whole country, and especially of the Atlantic coast and the Great
Lakes.

2, The United States Government [s pledged to finish the work ex-
peditiously, and ns a condition precedent thereto has re(ﬁui.red the city
of New York to comply with its terms and to expend large sums of
money in furtherance of the project.

8. It will afford a new, shorter, and safer route for State and inter-
state commerce.

4. It will reduce the cost of transportatlon and save thousands of
dollars nnmmll_]v in time and mnneg‘

5. It will enlarge the capacity of the harbor of New York by adding
to it 8 miles of available water front.

6. It will assist in relieving the congestion of the docks in the lower
part of the city of New York.

7. It has already and will continue to cause large transfer freight
stations and new commercial and manufacturing interests to locate
on either side of the improved ship canal

2. THE PRACTICABILITY AND PROGRESS OF THE WORK.

The %eogmphlcal sition of the Harlem River demonstrates the
practicability as well as the advisnbl!!tf of converting that stream
and] im; nau}ral extensions, Spuyten Duyvil Creek and Bronx Kills into
a ship canal. k; i

No great engineering difficulties are comnected with the project.

‘The plans for the project.—The original project was adopted by the
War Department in 1874. The existing project was adopted June 18,
1878, and modified and enlarged October 7, 1886. These final plans

rovide for a continuous channel about 7 miles long, 400 feet wide, and

5 feet deep at mean low water, from the East River to the Hudson
River, except about 1,300 feet north of High Bridge, where the width
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was made 354 feet, and the rock cut through Dyckmans Meadow, where
the width was reduced to 350 feet and the depth increased to 18 feet.
(Bee Annual Relzort of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Appendix E, p. 129,)
Progress of the work.—Actual work under the existing plan on the
improvement began In January, 1888, and has ﬂ)rogres slowly since
that time. 'The work has been confined to the Harlem River and Spuy-
ten Duyvil Creek. No actual work has yet been dome on the Bronx

11s.

What has been accomplished.—The most expensive part of the work,
namely, the rock cut thruugh Dyckmans Meadow, has n completed.
The engineer in charge, in his report for 1906, says work has resulted
“in completing a channel 150 to- 400 feet wide and 15 feet deep at
mean low water from the Hudson River to the East River. From Me-
Coml’s Dam Bridge to the East River the width varies from 150 to 400
{aeet wligg.‘)' (See Annual Report of Chief of Englneers, 1906, Appendix

’ p' e
3. ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT, AMOUNTS HERETOFORE APPROPRIATED,

AMOUNTS -ALREADY EXPENDED, AMOUNT NECESSARY TO COMPLETE THE

IMPROVEMENT.

The estimated cost of the work for the improvement of the Harlem
River and Spuyten Duyvil Creek is $2,700,000. (See Annual Report of
Chief of Engineers, 1906, A‘f‘ﬂendlx 5, P 120.)

Amounts appropriated.—The appropriation for the improvement of

the Harlem River have been made in inadequate Installments, averaging
about $40,000 per year, as follows:

1, 416, 000

(See Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Aptpendix E, p. 956.) .,

The amount expended on this improvement from 1874 to the close of
the fiscal year June 30, 1906, was $1,332.551.91. (See Report of Chief
of Engineers, 1906, Appendix I, p. 120.) This has been at the aver-
age rate of $41,600 per year.

The amount required to complete the work., according to the report
of the Chief of Engineers above mentioned, will be $1,305,000, or less
than the one-half of 1 per cent of $270,000,000, the value of the tonnage
carried on the Harlem Ship Canal during the year 1905. If appropria-
tions in the future be made at the same average annual amounts as in
the, past, it will require thirty-one years longer to complete the fm-
provement.

The ¢ost of maintenance.—This con not now be determined, as the im-
provement is not yet completed. Engineers with whom we haye con-
sulted assure us that the cost of maintaining the improvement when
finished will be comparatively light.

4. THE CHARACTER, AMOUNT, AND VALUE OF COMMERCE EXISTING OR
REASONABLY PROSPECTIVE WHICH WILL BE BENEFITED BY THE COM-
PLETION OF THE HARLEM SHIP CANAL. .

The character of the commerce on the Harlem is shown by the class
of vessels using the river and by the great manufacturing establish-
ments, the numerous railroad freight stations, large lumber, brick, coal,
and other businesses established in or contiguous to the stream.

Véssels employed in trade on the Harlem, 1905.

Class, 1 gﬂg Tonnage. Draft.

Feet,
BRI ORI - - o s i e e s a e e o e -=as| 33,882 b0to bHdl 81015
Balling vessale. - . il e ey 850 | 90 to 1,000 5to22
Barges, canal boats, and lighters.................| 26,051 | 90to 700 4 to 30
Ry e e e e 39&83{}

{Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Appendix E, p. 957.)

The following statistics compiled from reports of the Chief of Engi-
neers of the War Department show the charncter of commerce on the
Harlem River during the years 1904 and 1905 :

Tonnage, | Tonnage,
1904, 1905 "
ABNCS, B8C. vasssscaniasosionassnnsssnasecsassainannsaasssen 263, 495 278,419
Bollding BlONE. . cunrrnenrianrersidnrnssbisssnmaasrpissssn 160, 264 136, 963
Brigk s R n e S R S O 880, 908 310,645
Cement, lime, and sand.....c.cccveavnacrssnennasan T 193, 55 471, 600
Coaland othet fael s . oo i io et o st e o o] 2 D16, 268 3,103,738
Fertilzers ...oecennomrroianccniccsacesarsasanaasasssonens 14,828 1. i vinen
Fruoit and farm products. ...l N 3, 1 5,102
Grain, flour, and feed.......... Frassssassarmarsrssanarinns 377,142 54, 134
51 By e S A e i L o L e S 72,858 20, 836
P e 172,493 200, 402
R AT A L E AT IR T AR Y = 25, 63, 198
Fannber et e s e L R T 127,216 S04, 634
Merchandise, general. . ..ovoeeemcaerccinrensecnancaesnss| 4,264,077 4, 506, 500
A e e et e e e s b1,
Total tonnage.....cc.-uan R A G Y 9, 130, 763 9,998,021

The amount of commerce eristing.—The commerce of the Harlem
River, which is steadily increasing, is so intimately connected with that
belonging to the Fast River and New York IIarbor that a separate
statement can not be accurately made. Investigations instituted by the
Norih Side Board of Trade show that the amount is much larger than
that stated in the Report of the Secretary of War for the year 1905.

The avel.'n%e inzrease In the amount of freight handled by the larger
shippers on the river who have reported to our board was in 1905 36
per cent over that of 1904,

The amount of tonnage and the value of the same carried on the
Harlem River are shown in the follow table compiled from the re-
ports of the Chief Engineer of the War Department :

Year. Tonnage. Value.
A e A D e iy 1,663, 844
i R T R R s e T
e e e e e e A e e S 3,008,939
I e e SEerit T T e e
A L e L e N e i 5,910,376
i SR PR L, 8 e Y s U , b33,
A L A e LT S R RS T 6,910, 386
2b 1) Sl e el LB L L. ST aane aaremarasssudanse e nnana] | 19100, 105 |25
1 = A S SR S B S S G R B G B , 998, 270, 210, 309
The value of the tonnage carried on the Harlem in 1905 was $270,-
210,309, an amount as large as the total combined value of all the
taxable real and of six of the Btates of the Union

rsonal mgsrt
and as great as that of the total taxable value of real and personni
property in any one of seventeen of them.

uch an amount of commerce justifies every dollar spent upon the
improvement of the important waterway. The demands for the com-
pletion of the work should not be ignored.

Comparison of tonnage values.—The value of tonnage transported
upon the Harlem River in 1905 as compared with the total export
and import trade of the United States with other countries during the
same time is shown by the followin% table compiled from the Tribune

and World Almanacs for the year 1906, said figures being taken from
the Bureau of Statistics, Department of Commerce and Labor: '
ol Ee (o d Y I S A R A e, U $008, 278, 364
Germany —__________ g Sl 312, 637, 347
U e A LS ———= 290, 038, 804
b2 TR DT AR T by et O T W ST T I O R i 270, 210, 309

Mexico and West Indies

France, Spain, Portugal, and Africa 230, 977, 815
Car b B T R e R R S SR E S ST R R T BT — 230, 164, 204
South America (all countries)._ 207, 661, 966
Britlsh:  Amerlen i i e 206, 672, 457

Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden, Norway, and Denmark___ 191: 699, 916
Switzerland, Italy, Austria, Turkey, and Russia________ 163, 350, 622

The congested condition of the river.—The commerce of the river
has increased so rapidly and become so immense that navigation below
One hundred "and forty-ninth Street Bridge has become dangerously
congested and accidents involving serious loss, delay, and inconvenience .
are of frequent occurrence. The numerous foreign and domestic craft
now using the canal are also larger in size than formerly, and the
reqmreiftor their accommodation a channel wider than that whlcﬁ
now exisis.

5. THE AMOUNT OF COMMERCE REASONABLY PROSPECTIVE WHICH WILL
BE BENEFITED BY THE IMPROVEMENT OF THE HARLEM RIVER. ;

At the inception of the work Colonel Newton In speaking of the
advantages of the improvement to commercée said in his report of
February 18, 1875: “ It is simply impossible to foresee the effects,
save in a general way; but it seems to me quite as easy to err by
assigning too little as too much importance to the subject.” (Annual
Report of Chief of Engineers, 1875, Appendix Y, p. 39.) In 1890,
two years after the actual work of Improvement begun, the freight
carried on the Harlem amounted to 2,384,466 tons. In 1905 it was
9,908,021 tons, an increase of over 300 per cent in fifteen years. It
is reasonable to assume that with the growth of the city of New York
the commerce of the Harlem will continue to increase at the same rate
in the future. If it does the totma%e at ‘the end of the next fifteen
years, or in 1920, will be over 40,000,000 tons, almost equal to the ton-
nage of the Great Lakes that pé through the famous Bt. Marys
Canal in 1905. The enlargement of the canals of the State of New
York for the passage of 1,000 ton barges, the development of the
freight- transfer stations of the New York Central, New York and New
Haven, Pennsylvania, Baltimore and Ohlo, Erie, Lehigh Valley, New
Jersey Central, and Lackawanna Railroads already located on the banks
of the Harlem, the improvement of Bronx Kills and the general increase
in the commerce of the country are indications that the above estimate
is not exaggerated.

6. THE UNITED STATES PLEDGED TO COMPLETE THE IMPROVEMENT.

We hold that the National Government is bound to complete the
!mPruvement of the Harlem River, Spuyten Duyvil Creek, and Bronx
Kills without further delay, for the reason that before commencing the
work it imposed upon the State and the city of New York expensive
terms and conditions with which they have fully complied.

The terms im?osed by the United States are contained In the fol-
lowing extracts from official reports: '

In Colonel Newton's report to Gen. A. A. Humphreys, Chief of
Engineers, dated February 18, 1875, he says:

“As it may be necessary, in order to carry out the plan of improve-
ment, to encroach upon lands under water, or structures erected upon
what was once the of the river, it would seem but just that the
authority, whether the State of New York or the city, which has made
the grant or concession tending to prevent the feasibility or impair the
excellence of the improvement of the river should make reparation to
the Individuals concerned.” (Annual Report of Chief of Engineers
for 1875, Appendix Y, p. 42.)

In the same report Colonel Newton also recommended :

“1f Congress shall deem it advisable to prosecute this improvement,
that the Government absolutely forbid the erection of any more bridges
having plers within the waterway of the improved rivers, or not con-
structed of height sufficlent to permit navigation without the use of
draws ; as to existing bridges, exeept Iligh Bridge, it is recommended
they should be got rid of as s fly as the laws under which they
have been erected will permit.”” (Annual Report of Chief of Engineers

for 1875, Appendix Y, ? 48.)
o General Humphreys dated February 10, 1878,

In his official report
Colonel Newton sald: :
“1 beg leave to reiterate the substance of what was said in the pre-
vious report of the necessity, before work is actually begun, of a clear
understanding and definite agreement concerning the character of fu-
ture bridges and of the modification of existing ones, the depth at which
all tunnels shall be driven, and the settlement of land damages.” (See

Report of Chief of Engineers, 1876, Appendix D. p. 18.)
he Secretary of War adopted the recommendations of Colonel New-
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ton, and decided not to proceed with the work of constructing the
ghip canal until the State and the city of New York erected gmi)er
laws for ceding to the United States the lands necessary for widening
the streams and the protection of the improved channel.

In an official report dated January 5, 1880, addressed to Gen. H: G.
Wright, Chief of Engineers, United States Army, Colonel Newton said
that should the amount then appropriated and avallable be devoted to
the commencement of the work “ the very fact pledges the Government
to complete it, because an incompleted improvement would be a positive
injury to the whole neighborhood.”

n commenting upon this letter General Wright, in his report to the
Secretary of War, said : “ There is much,force in Colonel Newton's state-
ment, and if his wishes can be carri out the work will be accom-

lished with economy and dispatch and in the best possible way for all
terests concerned.”

Secretary of War Ramsey, in transmitting this correspondence to
the United States Senate, said :

° **The Department fully colncides with the views of Colonel Newton,
%ind rgspectm.lly requests action in accordance with his recommenda-
ons,”

By chnltnter 907, United States laws of 1890, the sum of $250,000 was
agproin'la ed for continuing the improvement, and * the Secretary of
War is directed to cause the low bridges now crossing said Harlem
River to be replaced by other bri at the expense of the owners
thereof as soon as the necessary legislation, if any such legislation be
necessary, shall have enabled the change In grade to the approaches to
sald bridges thus required to be made, the owners of sald bridges being
allowed a reasonable time in which to complete the work necessary for
said approaches, Sald bridges shall leave a clear space between the un-
der sides thereof at high water of spring tides of 24 feet and shall be
rovided with draw spans of the width and length to be determined by

e Secretary of War, and shall in all respects comply with this law
and conform to the requirements of the Secretary of \War.”

THE STATE OF NEW YORK HAS COMPLIED WITH THESE CONDITIOXNS.

It was my privilege to relpresent the upper part of the city of New
York in the legislatures of 1879 and 1 and to introduce and . assist
in enacting the measures suggested by Colonel Newton and ruiulred by
the Congress of the United States for the protection of the improved
channel of the Harlem River, Bronx Kills, and Spuyten Duyvil Creek.
They constitute chapter 345 of the laws of 1879 and cha;ner 63 of
the laws of 1880. hese acts authorize and empower the city of New
York to cede to the United States free of cost the lands necessary for
the enlarged channel and to acquire by condemnation such private
gro&rtiv as was necessary for the widened waterways. Thes' granted
o the United States concurrent jurisdiction over the aforesaid streams.
They also provided that all bridges built across them should be not less
than 24 feet above high-water mark of springtide, that the outlines
and the size and height of thelr draws and other details should first
be submitted to and apg’mved by the United States engineers in charge
of the harbor of New York and by the Seeretary of War. The State
has also compelled all railroads crossing the Harlem and its extensions
to remove their low bridges or to build new and higher ones or tunnels,
and to raise or lower their roadbeds. All of these requirements were
imperative in order to comply with the plans of the War Depariment.

NEW YORK’S CONTRIBUTIONS TO COMMERCE.

In addition to this the State of New York has made the most mag-
nificent contributions to the commercial interests of the nation.

Over th narters of a century ago the State of Ney York, at a
cost of 87,143,789, constructed the Erie Canal from the Niagara to the
Hudson River. Its enlargement in 1836-1862 cost the State $44,465,414,
The State has annually expended large sums for its maintenance and
improvement. This artificlal waterway, 363 miles in length, has fur-
nished cheap and econvenient transportation for the products of the

t West to the seaboard as well as for those of our own State.

his grand artery of commerce is owned by the people. It is operated

by the State. It can not be merged into any pool. Nelther can its
stock be watered. .

Ten years ago the people of the State of New York voted to expend
£9,000,000 for the improvement of their canals. Up to and inciuding
the appropriations of 1895 the total cost of constructing and improving
the Erle, Oswego, and Champlain canals has been about $118,000,000.

On November 3, 1903, 673,010 electors of the State of New York, a
majority of over 245,000, voted in favor of the proposition to expend
$101.005.000 for the enlargement of these canals, so as to permit the
passage of 1,000-ton barges. This work will be commenced during the
coming year. It is the most stupendous scheme of internal improve-
ment Ehat has ever been Pro n any commonwealth in this country,
and it has few parallels in the history of the world.

The city of New York has complied with the contract. The city
of New York has complied fully with the terms of the compact since the
United States assumed absolute control of these waterways. It has
ceded to the United States without cost the lands of the municipality
needed for widening the Harlem. (Bee deed in comptroller’s office, New
York City, book "B, p. .) In order to compl{ with the conditions
Impbnoﬂed upon it the city of New York did loan its credit by the issue
of bonds t?:(t)' the purchase of private property mneeded for the improve-
ment. During the past twenty years the city of New York has ex-
pended over $12,500,000 in removing existing bridges and constructing
new ones across the Harlem River. The cost of these bridges has been
largely increased because of the greater width of draws and the in-
creased height of the structures and the approaches thereto to comply
with the requirements of the War Department. During the coming
twenty years, or even in less time, the city of New York will be required
to expend at least $12,500,000 more in order to complete additional

rid across the Harlem, the expense of which will also be
largely emnced by the uirements of the United States anthorities.
The city is now spending $2,500,000 in rebuilding a bridge across the
Harlem at Madison avenue and a large sum for a bridge at Fordham
Heights. It is estimated that the amount annually raised by the city
of New York by taxation to pay the interest on bonds issued by it for
the construction of new bridges across the Harlem River built in eon-
formity with the plans of the War Department is nine and one-half
times the average annual amount a%groprlnted by Congress since 1874
for the improvement of the Harlem Ship Canal.

What property owners have contributed.—The owners of real estate
in the upper part of the city of New York contiguous to the Harlem
Ship Canal have also contributed largely to the Improvement of that
wnf‘;rwny in the amounts paid in greatly Inecreased ation and loecal
assessments, made necessary for the acquisition of and damages done to
private proper?', for the construction of new bridges, viaducts, and
approach and the reregulating, regrading, and repaving of existing
8 ts and avenues and the opening of new thoroughfares.

Among other things they have suffered their property to be assessed
locally over 81.000,&30. namelﬁ. $258,892 for ;icmlljlrlnyé private lands
necessary for constructing the Harlem Ship Canal (see report and order
confirming same, New York county clerk’s office in matter petition of
U. U. entered July 9, 1886) and $750,000 for a portion of the cost of
reregulating and regrading Park or Fourth avenue above One hundred
and sixth street in order to emable the New York Central Railroad to
cross the river at the elevation required by the War Department.

These large expenditures by the ehty of New York and its
owners are entitled to the most serlous consideration of the
of the United States.

7. THE COMPLETION OF THE HARLEM SHIP CANAL IS A MATTER OF GREAT
NATIONAL IMPORTANCE FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS IN ADDITION TO '
THOSE HERETOFORE MENTIONED IN THIS MEMORANDUM *

1. Because it affects the commerclal, agricultural, and man ri:

interests of the whole country. The Harlem iz a part of thautrﬁsggdélrg-
ful center of activity and development, the port of New York, the great-
est shipping port of the world. * To this port,” to quote the words of
a distinguished SBecretary of the Treasury, * 80,000,000 of ople bring
$30,000,000 of the surplus products of their farms, s&,m&%on of the
surplus of their forests, $30,000,000 of the surplus from their mines, and
more than $200,000,000 of their manufactures. From this port the
same people earry inland $560,000,000 imports, and to the collector of
thlf{ port is pald $165,000,000, 65 per cent of the customs duties of the
nation.”
2. Because the commerce of the Harlem is a large and constantly in-
creasing part of the coastwise trade of the United States, exten{:llng
along the Atlantic, a trade unequaled anywhere on the waters of the
globe and vastly more valuable to our people than all our foreign com-
merce,

3. Because upon the peaceful waters of that stream there is now -
ried by the swfrt steamer, the three-master schooner, and by the c%aul;-
modious lighter, canal boat, and barge the products of the forest, the
field, the mine, and the factory amount 111},6 in round nuombers to
10,000,000 of tons and valued at over $270,000,000.

4. Because the value of the tonnage carried on that busy stream is
to-day greater than the value of the whole export and Import trade of
the United States with any lportlcm of the world except Great Britain
Germany, and Asia, as has already been shown. y

5. Because that stream and Its natural extensions, Bronx Kills and
Spuyten’ Duyvil Creek, are essential parts of the canal system of the
State of New York, that great continuous and free waterway extending

from é]e%]uth to th:e Atla?ﬁ}c. ;

6. ause nearly a million e—a population greater than th
any one of sixteen States of tg:o nion, and larger than that of ﬁ:; 3;
siness enterprises on

them combined—have located their homes and
Situated as it is, in the center of this great

the banks of that stream. 1
po?ulation, the most rapidly growing community in the United States,
it is lons that feed this people, for the

roperty
ongress

the tgnt}:ral ctai‘rrle{ for :ﬁe ri)vi" oun S 4
lumber, the iron, the stone, the brick, the lime, and the other materi
that enter into their vast building operations, and for the fuel uﬁﬁ
heats and lights their homes and places of employment and produces the
power that turns the wheels of their busy industries and propels their
elevated, surface, and underground railway cars. The docks of this
stream are the storage and distributing depots of the bulky merchandise
that enters Into the daily life and activities of this large and enter-
prising community.

8. FURTHER DELAY UNWISE.
Only a comparatively small expendlture Is now necessary to com
the H':wlem Ship Canal. More than 60 per cent of the_w":uk has s

done. (Hee Annual Report of Chief of Engineers, 1906, Appendix Eee;
956.) 'The completed improvement will benefit more States and greater

agricultural, commercial, and manufacturing interests than the improve-
ment of any similar waterway in the Union. :

It would be a parsimonious and shortsighted policy for the National
Government to delay any longer the completion of this important com-
mercial artery. The longer it is delayed the greater will lg] the incon-
venfence and injustice to the State and to the city of New York and to
the varied interests of the whole country. i :

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. IHow much time have I re-
maining?

The CHATRMAN. Fifteen minutes.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I yield back that time, as no one
desires to speak on this side.

Mr. CURTIS. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from
Maine [ Mr. LITTLEFIELD].

"~ Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to ecall
the attention of the chairman of the committee to this. The
bill of last session, which T had in my mind when I made my
inquiry of him in reference to the increase of $100,000, it seems
upon examination of the Recorp that there was an increase in
appropriation of $100,000 in connection with the Indian police,
as appears from this colloquy between myself and the chairman.

Mr. CURTIS. But not an increase in the number.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Not an increase in the number,
[Reading:]

Mr. LiTTLEFIELD. That Is offset by the salary or wages of the police
department.

”lr. SuerMaN, Yes; very largely; an increase of $100,000 for Indian

olice.
= Mr. LiTTLEFIELD. Does not that increase the number? -

Mr. SHERMANX. No; only the compensation.

Mr. LiTTLEFIELD. What is the oceasion for that?

Mr. SiuerMaN. The oceasion of the increased appropriation is that
the Commissioner found he could not retain the services of the best
men at the former compensation, which was $15 a month for a captain
and $10 a month for a private. He recommended ‘the increase so that
he could pay $25 a month for a captain and $15 a month for a private.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And the aggregate result is $100,0007

Mr. SHERMAN, One hundred thousand dollars; but the gentleman
must remember that these officers furnish thelr own horses. They are
largely used to restrain the traffie in liguor.

While I perhaps made an- inadvertent reference to that, I
wish to explain to the chairman that was the increase I had in
mind when I made the inquiry.
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Mr. SHERMAN. I was out when the gentleman from Maine
began reading. This is no increase in the number.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I so understand it.

Mr. SHERMAN. But I notice that I answered you last year
that they received nothing other than their monthly stipend;
I do not know how I could have made that answer. I was in
error in that respect. They are furnished their uniforms, and

they are also permitted fo get rations at the agencies at cost’

price. !

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The question and answer that prac-
tically covers the whole thing is this:

Mr. TarrLErieLn. Do they get anything in the way of compensation
by the way of being found?

Mr. SHERMAN. No: they are not found. :

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. They get their food and supplies at cost price?

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes,

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, So that does cover the food and sup-

plies proposition, and as I understand the gentleman now, they
are furnished their uniforms in addition to their compensation.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; they are in addition. We did not
last year increase the number of officers at all, but we in-
creased the compensation because the Commissioner had found
that he conld not obtain the best men in the tribe at the old
compensation of fifteen and ten dollars.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have been advised since I made the
inquiry of the chairman in regard to the increase of officers
that there is only one increase of officers provided in the bill,
a superintendent.

Mr. SHERMAN. A superintendent of irrigation.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; that is all.

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the salary of that officer?

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is £3,000.

1 ask for the reading of the bill, Mr. Chairman, if the mi-
nority have consumed their time.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, efe., That the following sums be, and they are hereby,
appropriated, out of any m(me‘v in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
prﬁlled. for the purpose of paying the current and contingent expenses
of the Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various
Indian tribes, and in full compensation for all offices the salaries for
which are specially gro\rided for herein for the service of the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1008, namely :

. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Gour-
pEN] has, as usual, clearly elucidated the importance of an in-
creased appropriation for rivers and harbors in his speech a
few momenis ago, and I am going to take a half minute of
five minutes of time and ask him a question or two and let him
take the balance of my time in answering them. How are we
going to get the money now to do all this increased river and
harbor work? The gentleman has studied the matter, and I
trust he will answer and give to the House and to the country
the Lenefit of his investigations.

Mr. GOULDEN. There are two ways of doing it, and one is
by economizing in appropriations and other expenditures of the
Government in which I think we are rather lavish.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. In what?

Mr. GOULDEN. In yearly amounts for the Army and the
Navy, as an illustration; and secondly, by making posterity,
which will be largely benefited, assist in paying for a part of
these improvements by the issuance of bonds.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman ask a re-
enactment of the Spanish war tax, or a part of it, to raise a
part, at least, of the desired revenue?

Mr. GOULDEN. No.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does not the gentleman think it
would be a good idea to do that?

Mr. GOULDEN. I think it would be an excellent idea to do
that rather than to issue bonds.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman remember
all of the articles that were taxed in that law? : ]

Mr. GOULDEN. Yes; but allow me to make another sugges-
tion. I think we should favor the enactment of an inher-
itance tax, as was ably set forth the other day by my colleague
from New York [Mr. PEREINS].

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We did that in the Spanish war
tax and also taxed telegrams and bills of lading, checks, ete,,
and tried to tax express receipts, but the express companies
wormed out of that, and did not pay anything to carry on that
war; and in addition we could tax stock-exchange trades that
are so often and rapidly made, and a thousand and one things
that would not depress the people, and yet the people would get
the full benefit of the revenues coming from such a law. In ad-
dition to that my idea was——

Mp. GOULDEN. I would say, in reply to the distingnished
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GArxes], that in the State of

New York we tax stock transfers and find it quite a beneficial
thing in the way of raising revenues, and I should not oppose it.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Has the gentleman ever found
anybody who said that he was oppressed by what is known as
the * Spanish war tax?"”

Mr. GOULDEN. No; I think not. My only regret is that the
express companies escaped that, and they certainly should not
be allowed to do so in the future should such a tax be enacted.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, if we would reenact at least
parts of that tax law and call it a “river and harbor tax” in
haee verba, and take the money therefrom and add it to what we
usually have for rivers and harbors and what we may econo-
mize on and get along the line you have suggested or without
that, it does seem to me that in a short while we would accumu-
late regularly, yearly, an immense fund of money here that
could be spent on our rivers and harbors, and when the people
saw it going into the rivers and harbors, as they saw fit, as with
the rural routes of the country, I think they would be satisfied
and quickly and greatly benefited. :

Mr. GOULDEN. I agree with my friend from Tennessee, and
would say, as an illustration, that the river, the Bronx, which I
have been talking about, had a commerce in 1903 valued at
$270,000,000, and it was more than thirty-two years since the
Government first began the improvement. It was no fault of
the River and Harbor Committee of Congress, but that lies
with the Congress itself in not appropriating a sufficient sum

of money to complete this and other projects that are now_under >

way, and this is one of the most important,

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We would save a great deal of
money, in the judgment of our engineers, and our own common
sense teaches us that if we appropriate enough money to build a
lock or dam, if we would continue their building right along
without stopping, we would shve money, beeause there is a
great deal of money lost by stopping, reemploying labor, and so
forth. I know what has occurred down in my State. They
have been delaying the locks and dams on the Cumberland
River, and I was told by my good friend Mr. Bryan, of Nash-

ville, who is chairman of Cumberland River Association, that

the alluvial soil has accumulated by the acre around the locks
and dams and a very wise farmer had put a fence around it and
is raising crops on it

Mr, GOULDEN. I heard the statement the farmer was
cultivating the soil over and around the dam, and that is cost-
ing the Government many thousands of dollars. I agree with
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAines] that something
ought to be done and at once, and in my judgment it's up to this
body and the Senate to do it. [Applause.]

The Clerk read as follows:

SECEETARY. ,

That hereafter mo purchase of supplies for which appropriations are
made in any Indian appropriation act, exceeding in the agzregate $500
in value at any one time, shall be made without first giving at least
three weeks' public notice by advertisement, except in case of exigency,
when, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, who shall make
official record of the facts constituting the exigency and shall report
the same to Congress at its next session, he may direct that purchases
may be made in open market in amount not exceeding $3,000 at any one

urchase : Provided, That supplies may be purchased, contracts let, and
abor employed for the construction of artesian wells, ditches, and
other works for irrigation, in the discretion of the Secretary of the In-
terior, without advertising as hereinbefore ]l)rovided: Provided further,
That as far as practicable Indian labor shall be employed and purchase
in the open market made from Indians, under the direction of the Secre-
tary of the Interior.

Mr. MANN. 1 reserve the point of order upon that para-
graph, and would like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of
the bill what is the object of carrying this out in the bill?

Mr. SHERMAN. If is made continuous in this bill. If the
gentleman had been present when I explained the bill he would
have understood what its object was. Year after year this pro-
vision and certain others have been carried in the bill relating
simply to the current year, and it seemed to us that it lumbered
the bill with a lot of stuff after Congress had a dozen or twenty
or thirty times decided upon the proposition and set out that
provision in the bill. Now. this year by putting in the word
* hereafter,” if it becomes law, it will not be necessary after
this to carry it in the bill.

Mr. MANN. I did not hear the explanation of the gentleman,
but it seems a rather serious proposition to give the Secretary
of the Interior, as permanent law, power to make these pur-
chases without advertising.

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, that is a limited purpose; limited in
amount, you will discover, when contingencies arise where there
is not time to advertise; and then he has to make a report to
Congress, We have carried that same provision in every appro-
priation bill for the dozen years that I have had anything to do
with it.

Mr. MANN. I understand. I have been inclined to make the
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point of order to it in previous years and have ealled attention
to it before. This would put it practically beyond the power of
Congress to prevent the Secretary of the Interior from purchas-
ing goods without advertising as he may please.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; because when Congress desires to put
that limitation upon an appropriation bill they ecan do so. But
rather than have it in the bill every year, making the bill more
lengthy than necessary, we thought it was best to make it con-
tinuous. Now, the moment Congress desires that limitation
inserted it can do so.

Mr. MANN.. What limitation?

Mr. SHERMAN. That this limitation should be taken away,
they can reinsert the necessary provision.

Mr. MANN. No; it would be subject to a point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. Not if it is a limitation.

Mr. MANN. 1 do not knmow any form in which you could
frame a limitation covering the subject.

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 think the gentleman would be able to
‘draw a limitation covering any appropriation in the bill for any
year. If he can not, I will draw it.

Mr. MANN. I am not only certain that the gentleman or my-
self can not do it, but I do not think there is a single gentleman
who can do it and it not be subject to the point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been able to do it whenever I thought
it was necessary. j

Mr. MANN. For the present I will insist upon the point of

order.

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman does insist upon the point of
order?

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to it going in for the year.

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, if the gentleman will move an amend-
ment striking out “herearter.”_in line 17, page 2, he accom-
plishes his purpose. ]

Mr. MANN. I insist upon the point of order, and the gentle-
man can offer an amendment and leave out the word * here-
after.”

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well ; we will have it that way.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to reinsert the
provision striking out the word “ hereafter,” in line 17, and in
line 18 strike out the words “ in any Indian appropriation act”
and insert in lien thereof, after the word * made,” * hereafter.”

The Clerk read as follows:

wvision after striking out, in line 17, page 2, the word
* m,ﬁh:ngﬂ;n line 18 striking out the words “in any Indian ap-
propriation act”. and insert in lieu thereof the word “ hereafter.

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

That hereafter whenever after advertising for Dbids for supplies in
accordance with the immediately foregoing paragraphs, those received
for any article contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the
Government, they may be rejected, and the articles specified in such
bids purchased in open market, at prices not to exceed those of the
lowest bidder, and not to exceed the market price of the same, until
such time as satisfactory bids can be obtained, for which immediate
advertisement shall be made: Provided, That so much of the uprro-
priations of any annual Indian appropriation act as may be required
todpay for gocd"; and supplies, for ex
an

nses incident to their purchase,
for transportation of the same. for the fiscal year for which sueh

fations are made, shall be immediately available, upon the ap-

;l:(?vr:?rof guch act, but no such goods or supplies shall be distributed

or delivered to any of said Indians prior to the beginning of such
.

Mr. MANN. I raise, or reserve, the point of order on the para-
graph read. The latter part of it I have no objection to, but
it seems to me that instead of putting into permanent law some
of these provisions of the bill it is desirable that the policy of
the Government that goods shall be obtained after advertise-
ment should be adhered to in the Indian Service more fully
than it has been in the past.

Mr., SHERMAN. I understand the gentleman to raise the
point of order against the paragraph beginning with line 20 on
page 4.

Mr. MANN. Yes. : .

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course it is legislation and was so in-
tended. If the gentleman insists on his point of order, I as-
sume that it will be sustained, and then I shall be obliged to
offer, as 1 did in the other case, the same provision, to apply
simply to this year's bill.

Mr. MANN. 8o far as the latter part of the paragraph is
concerned, commencing with the word “ Provided.” I have no
desire to raise the point of order on that, if the gentleman cares
to except it.

AMr., SHERMAN. Very well, then, make your point of order
against the first part of it, if that is your determination.

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, upon
the paragraph commencing with line 20 on page 4 and ending
with the word “made ™ in line 3, page 5.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will offer an amend-
ment to cover that.. In this instance, I think, the question is
covered by simply striking out the word * hereafter ” in line 20.
So I move to insert in the bill the provision now covered in
lines 20 to 25 on page 4 and lines 1 to 3 on page 5, omitting
the word * hereafter” in line 20 on page 4. That makes it
apply simply to this year's bill

Mr. LACEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to insert the word
*“ hereafter * after the word * that,” in line 3, page 5. I under-
stand the gentleman from Illinois to make no objection to that.

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not catch what the gentleman from
Towa said.

Mr. LACEY. I move to insert the word *“ hereafter” after
the word “that,” in line 3, page 5, so as to have the remainder
of the paragraph become a part of the permanent law ; so that
it will not have to be reenacted every year.

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us get that as a separate amendment.

Mr, LACEY. I understood the gentleman from Illinois to
say that he would not object to that.

Mr. MANN. I am inclined to raise the point of order against
both of them, as far as that is concerned.

Mr., SHERMAN. My amendment is to reinsert what was
stricken out on the peint of order, with the exception of the
word “ hereafter,” line 20, page 4. "

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from New York.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order upon
the amendment. It has not yet been reported.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment to
which the gentleman makes the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

- Insert in lien of the matter stricken out the following:
* That whenever, after advertising for bids for supplies in accordance

with the immediately foregoing paragraphs, those received for any
article contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the (GGovern-

ment they may be rejected, and the articles specified Iin such bids
Eurcha in open market, at prices not to exceed those of the lowest
idder, and not to exceed the market price of the same, until such

time as satisfactory bids can be obtalned, for which immediate adver-
tisement shall be made.”

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that
that is out of order, as it changes existing law. If the gentle-
man desires to state his reasons, I will reserve the point. The
fact that this provision is in the current law of course makes
no difference. If there is no statute authorizing it, it can not

go in.

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a provision which simply relates to
the appropriation made for the current year in this bill:
Surely the. gentleman does not maintain that we ecan not do .
that.

Mr. MANN. If the provision would change existing law,
then it is subject to the point of order. It is not a limitation,
and there can not be any pretense that it is. It is an enlarge-
ment of the power of the Secretary and not a limitation upon
his power.

Mr. SHERMAN (reading)—

Whenever, after advertising for bids for supplles in accordance with
the immediately foregoing paragraphs——

Mr. MANN. It practically amounts to authorizing something
which the law does not now permit. If there is any special
reason for that, the gentleman may state it. Unless there is
some good reason for it, it seems to me to be better when we
require Government officials to advertise for bids not to. make
an exception in favor of certain Gotvernment officials as to
certain bids. )

Mr. SHERMAN. The reason is perfectly plain. It is stated
in the terms of the paragraph itself, it seems to me. When-
ever, after advertising for bids, those received for any article
contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the Govern-
ment they may be rejected, and before readvertisement for
resubmission of the bids such purchases may be made tempo-
rarily to supply the temporary necessities of the case.

For instance, the Department advertises for bids supplying
vaccine, That is one article appropriated for in this -bill.
The bid is unsatisfactory and it is rejected. Now, an epidemie
of smallpox is on, and is the Secretary or Commissioner to be
precluded from buying enough vaccine to be used during the
time that he is advertising for new bids?

Mr. MANN. That is covered by the other paragraph we
adopted.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think so. .

Mr. MANN. That provides for the exigency.

Mr. SHERMAN. Where?

Mr. MANN. On page 2, which was adopted. There was an
express provision that in case of an exigency he may buy with-
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out bids and report to Congress, but here is a provision that he
may buy without bids and make no report to Congress.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. I desire to ask the gentleman

if his attention has been called to the current law as it was
enacted in the last appropriation bill?

Mr. MANN. Ob, yes.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, Then this is.only reenacting
a law that has been enacted, is not that true? .

Mr. MANN. It is to practically extend for another year what
is now the law. That is true; it is not to reenact a law, because
if it was a law for the ensuing year it would not need to be in
here. What is the purpose of it? I have heard a great many
complaints as to the way supplies were purchased by the Indian
Department. I do not know whether they were occasioned by
this provision cr not.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. That is not the question; the
question is on the point of order.

Mr. MANN. I may say to my distinguished friend from South
Dakota that T am willing to submit the point of order without
saying anything on my side, because it is so perfectly plain that
it ought not to be subject to a point of order.

Mr. SHERMAN. With the preceding provision modified, I
must concede that the point of order is well taken against the
wording as I presented it. I will withdraw the amendment if
there is no objection. .

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will
be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this: “That
hereafter, whenever after advertising for bids or supplies in ac-
cordance with this act those received for any article contain
conditions detrimental to the interests of the Government, they
may be rejected,” etc. I am sure the Chair will hold that that
is in order.

Mr. MANN. Has the amendment been reported, or will it
be? I will make the point of order on the amendment at the
proper time.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Instead of the matter stricken out on the poilnt of order Insert
the following: * That hereafter, whenever after advertising for bids or
supplies In accordance with this act those received for any article
contain conditions detrimental to the interests of the Government,”
ete.

Mr. MANN. That is not a limitation upon the appropriation
at all. That is an extension of the power of an officer, a
power which he does not now possess; it is not a limitation.
Putting something in the bill because it relates fo a current pro-
vizion is equivalent to saying that you can enact any new law,
extend the power of an official; that could not be done in an ap-
propriation bill. :

As to the first part of the paragraph, I assume that it might
not be subject to a point of order because I do not think it
changes existing law. They now have the power to rejects bids
that they do not like, and have the power to reserve the right
to reject bids. It is not necessary to say in the bill that they
ghould have that power to reject bids. It is not necessary to
say or to give them the power that where conditions are detri-
mental to the interests of the Government they may reject the
bids. ‘They have that right under the law. The other part of
the paragraph, providing that if the bids are not what the
Secretary wants he can buy regardless of bids, changes the ex-
isting law, and cught not to be inserted unless a good reason is
given for it. So far no reason has been given.

Mr. SHERMAN. If the gentleman will excuse me, I stated
a reason, but the gentleman from Illinois may not consider it
a good reason. I donotcaretowaste the time, Mr. Chairman, in
further discussion on the point of order. I have stated my con-
tention, and I am ready to take the ruling of the Chair on it,
whether it be to leave the provision in or strike it ount.

Mr. MANN. I would not say, Mr. Chairman, that any reason
the gentleman from New York gave was not a good reason.
Whatever else I might say, I would never say that anything
which the gentleman frem Now York said was not good, for he
never does anything but the best.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 8o far as
this provision in this amendment is concerned, it gives positive
authority to purchase goods in the open market, and it is not to
that extent in the nature of a limitation. The Chair sustains
the point of order. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other edu-
cational purposes not hereinafter provided for, $1,300,000.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I offer the follow-
ing amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Add in line 17, page G, the tollow-lnlg:

“Provided, That nothing contained in this
anthorize the money herein appropriated to be ed for the support
or education of an{ children of Indian blood whose parents have be-
come citizens of the United States under existing laws and are no
longer the wards of the Government; and the education and mainte-
nance of such children are hereby relegated to the States or Territorles
where such Indian citizens reside.”

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
against that amendment.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I do not think it
iz subject to the point of order, for the reason that it states sim-
ply how this money shall be expended.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain the point of order.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For collection and transportation of })u ils to and from Indian
schools, and also for the transportation of Indian pupils from all the
Indian schools and dphanc:m;z; of them, with the consent of their parents,
under the care and control of such suitable white families as may
in all respects be qualified to give such pupils moral, industrial, and
educational training, under arrangements in which th¥ir proper care,
support, and education shall be in exchange for their labor, I?:'0.0!1)0;
Provided, That not exceedlniﬁs,ooo of this amount may be used,
under direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in the trans-
portation and placing of Indian pupils In positions where remunera-
tive employment can be found for them In Industrial pursuits. The
gi-ovli‘s[nns of this sectlon shall apply to native puplls brought from
aska.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike out the last
word. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill
whether it is possible for him at this time to inform us how
much of this $5,000 has been used and how much of it was for
transporting children from Alaska into this couniry to obtain
remunerative employment in industrial pursuits?

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Chairman, I can not state. I have no
information before me from which I can give the gentleman the
information that he desires.

The Clerk read as follows:

That hereafter all schools for whose support specific appropriations
are made In any annual Indian appropriation act shall classified
according to the number of pupils appropriated for therein, as follows :
Class 1, where such number is less than 100; class 2, where such
nnmber is not less than 100, but not more than 200; class 3, where
such number is more than 200, but not more than 400; class 4, where
such number is more than 400, The pay of the superintendents of
said schools shall be fixed by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs on

n scale corr nding to the classification hereinbefore directed, as
follows : Buperintendents of schools of class 1, not to exceed %1.200

paragm‘l)h of the bill gshall
44l

per annum ; superintendents of schools of eclass 2, not to exceed $1,600 .
per annum ; superintendents of schools of class 3, not to exceed $2,000
per annum ; superintendents of schools of class 4, not to exceed $2,500
!mr annum : Provided, That the forggoing provision as to pay of super-
ntendents shall not apply to the school at Carlisle, I’a., as long as
said school remains under the superintendency of an active army
officer : And provided further, That the pag of any superintendent who
performs agency duties in addition to those of his superintendency
may be Inereased by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in his dis-
cretion, to an extent not exceeding $300 per annum.

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order on
that paragraph. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge
of the bill what would happen in case any pupils at a school
should vary? .

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, we appropriate for so
many pupils in a school. Now, it can not vary above that
amount. If we appropriate for 100 pupils the superintendent
goes into a class of 100 or under. If we appropriate for 200,
of course he goes into the second class. e might appropriate
for 210, though we seldom appropriate in that way, for it usu-
ally goes by 25 or 50, and the average attendance where 210
is appropriated for might fall below 200, and in that case the
superintendent might be in class 2 rather than in class 3.

Mr. MANN. Suppose you appropriate for 150 and there were
only 75 there. What would be the classification?

Mr. SHERMAN. Class 1.

Mr. MANN. When is that fo be ascertained?

Mr. SHERMAN. The Commissioner ascertains that in his
own way.

Mr. MANN. At the beginning of the year or at the end of
the year? -

Mr., SHERMAN. I do not know how he could determine at
the beginning of the year what the average attendance would
be during the year. 2

Mr. MANN. I do not see how he could myself. Therefore
I do not see how he could determine what would be the pay the
superintendent would get until the end of the year.

Mr. SHERMAN. I assume he would determine the salary
of the superintendent on the basis of our appropriation here.
In other words, if we appropriated for 210 students or 250, he
would hold that the superintendent was in class 3. In every
case where we specifically appropriate we appropriate for so
many children, and this provision applies only to the specially
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appropriated for schools, the twenty-eight nonreservation
schoolg; and had the gentleman been here when the bill was
presented in general debate he would have heard what I said in
reference to that.

Mr. MANN. I heard what the gentleman said, but I still
was not sufficiently enlightened, being a little bit dull

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, I do not think the gentleman ought to
say that. Nobody in the IMouse will concede that he is correct
about that. I will bave to take issue with him.

Mr. MANN. I heard both the gentlemen discuss the matter.

Mr. SHERMAN. The salary I assume would be fixed by the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs at the beginning of the school
year, based upon the number of pupils appropriated for at each
school.

Mr. MANN, If the gentleman will pardon me—I do not in-
tend, I will say to the gentleman, now to insist on the point of
order—it seems to me that that provision is going to get the
whole system into great confusion if it ever goes into law in its
present shape.

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course it is legislation. There iz no
dispute abou# that, but it is anything but getting the Depart-
ment into confusion, I think.

Mr. MANN. There is no way of telling under this what the
salary of a superintendent at a particular place is going to be.

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, it is certainly the easiest thing in
the world. Turn to page 43 of the bill. We say, * For support
and edueation of 700 Indian pupils.” XNow, that is a school of
class 4. You can take page 41, “For support and education
of 325 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Fort Totten.” Of
course that is of class’3. Take the page before that, page 40,
“Tor support and education of 160 pupils at the Indian school
at Cherokee, N. C."" Of course that is a school of class 2, and
80 in reference to every one of these schools we appropriate
specifically for so many pupils. Do I make myself clear to the
gentleman?

Mr, MANN. Perfectly.
the salary would be fixed?

Mr. SHERMAN, Undoubtedly.

Mr. MANN. Is there any limitation upon the number of
pupils who may attend those schools?

Mr. SHERMAN. No. There is a limitation upon what shall

- be expended for the support of the children—that they can not
expend more than $167 on each pupil. You take a large school
like Haskell, for instance, or Carlisle, or Phoenix, it is possi-
ble for the superintendent, and he dces in fact, maintain more

- pupils than appropriated for, because it stands to reason that

with a large atiendance like that the expense per capita wounld
be less than with a small number, like a hundred or a hundred
and fifty, for instance.

Mr. MANN. 1 withdraw the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

That any noncompetent Indian to whom a patent containing restrie-
tions against alienation has been issued for an allotment of land in
severalty, under any law or treaty, may sell or convey all or any part
of such allotment, on such terms and conditions and under such rules
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interfor may prescribe, and the
proceeds derived therefrom shall be used for the benefit of the allotiee
8o disposing of his land, under the supervision of the Commissioner of
Indian Affairs; and any conveyance made hereunder and approved by

the Secretary of the Interior shall convey full title, the same as if fee-
simple patent had been issued to the allottee.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word. I desire to ask the chairman of the commit-
tee if the words * noncompetent Indian,” found in line 23, on
page 9, apply to minors; do I understand they would?

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not hear what the gentleman says.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I say the words “ noncompetent
Indian,” on page 9, line 23, would include minor children, would
it not, to whom allotments have been made?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly; if they were noncompetent.

Mr. JONES of Washington. They would be considered non-
competent within the law, would they not?

Mr. SHERMAN. It applies to noncompetent Indians whether
minors or not.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I want to ask the chairman
whether or not there is any doubt.

Mr. SHERMAN. No; there can not be any doubt. ;

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is what I thought. Now, I
would like to ask the chairman of the committee if he would
object to an amendment something like this in effect. 'There
are a great many minor Indians who are heirs of deceased
allottees. There ought to be some way by which their interests
in the estate of the decedent could be disposed of without re-
quiring probate court proceedings. I would like to see this
amended by inserting on page 1

Mr, SHERMAN. A bill was passed during last session, which
was known as the “ Burke bill,” which accomplished just what

Now, it will be upon that basis that

‘ments which have already been made.

the gentleman desires to have covered. The gentleman from
South Dakota, I think, can tell him all about it.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Except, Mr. Chairman, it was
thought when that law was enacted we could not legislate
to effect anything that was in the past, that there was danger
of meeting up with vested rights, and we could not legislate as
to Indian allotment where the allotment had been approved,
and any legislation that would tend to change that Iaw might
interfere with vested rights.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I do not understand the gentle-
man’s bill covered minors. I have had this matter up lately in
connection with the Yakima Reservation.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. My bill affects children as
well as adult Indians that have taken allotment since the pas-
sage of that act, and provides that the lands of the deceased
Indians may be conveyed to the heirs by name, or the Secretary
of the Interior may cause the land to be sold and the Secretary
of the Interior shall determine absolutely who the heirs are,
and his action shall be in all respeets final.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Does it affect the interests of
minors also?

Mr. SHERMAN.
bill (reading) :

Let me read the provisions of the Burke

That hereafter when an allotment of land is made to any Indian, and
any such Indian dies before the,expiration of the trust period. said
allotment shall be canceled and the land shall revert to the Unlted
States, and the Becretary of the Interior shall ascertain the legal helrs
of such Indian, and shall cause to be issued to said helrs and in their
names a patent in fee simple for said land, or he may ecause the land
to be sold as provided by law and issue a patent therefor to the pur-
chaser or purchasers, and pay the net proceeds to the heirs, or their
legal representatives, of such deceased Indian.

Mr. JONES of Washington. That does not apply to allot-
ments made prior to that act.

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. No, sir; it does not.

Mr. SHERMAN. Of course not.

Mr. JONES of Washington. It ought to apply to all allot-
On the Yakima Indian
Reservation we have many minor heirs of deceased Indians. It
seems to me there ought to be gome provision by which their in-
terests can be disposed of without their having to go into court.

Mr. CURTIS. There is a provision which authorizes the sale
of inherited Indian lands.

Mr. JONES of Washington.
of minors.

Mr. CURTIS. Yes; it does. The law provides that where
there are adult heirs they may sell, and if there are minor heirs
their interest may be sold through a guardian, but the convey-
ance is subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Iuterior.

Mr. JONES of Washington. What has that got to do with it?
Why should it have anything to do with it?

Mr. CURTIS., That provision was put in the bill so that the
interest of the minors might be fully protected, and by the
proper cour. in the county in which he lives.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing-
ton [Mr. Jones] has expired.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
ouf the last two words. Now, I think those provisions that the
gentleman has just referred to are included in the regulations of
the Department. My recollection of it is that it provides for
the disposition of the lands of deceased Indians, and it is a
simple provision that these lands may be sold according to such
rules and regulations that the Secretary of the Interior may
preseribe. Now, if there is a provision that these lands ean be
sold without the interposition of the probate court, I am cer-
tainly satisfied, but I do not want any question about it. I
think it ought to be provided in that way, and I was simply
going to suggest an amendment here so as to cover the case of
the minor heir of any deceased Indian's allotment. I have
introduced a bill covering this subject and took the matter up
with the Department. They do not understand that the law
covers these matters and they are very anxious to have legisla-
tion of that character.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to
ask him a question?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Yes; certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would ask if the gentleman
does not understand lines 23 and 24 to mean that this only
applies to patent cases containing restrictions?

Mr, JONES of Washington. Certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Patents already issued?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly.

- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And this provides two ways by
which the Indians can alienate their land?

Mr. JONES of Washington. It provides a means by which a
minor who has an allotment made to him can alienate his land.

It does not touch the interests
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Mr. STEPHENS of Texas.
of tliese Indian lands? ’

AMr. JONES of Washington. I am In favor of this. But I
wanted to gee if we could not broaden this a little and provide
for the minor of a deceased Indian to sell his interest.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will suggest to the gentleman
that we get what we can.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I suggest that we get this. I
would like to ask, Mr. Chairman, that this paragraph be
passed with the privilege of returning to it later on, if desired.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [AMr.
Jones] asks unanimous consent to pass this paragraph without
prejudice. Is there objection? There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. SteRLiNG having
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the
Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the
Senate had passed without amendments joint resolution an&
concurrent resolution of the following titles:

H. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em-
ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their re-
spective salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the 20th
day of said month.

House concurrent resolution 45:

Resolved the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring),
That when ?ﬁe two Houses adjourn on Thursday, December 20, they
stand adjourned until 12 o'clock meridian, Janvary 3, 1907.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.
The Clerk read as follows:
MISCELLANEOUS.

Telegraphing, telephoning, and purchase of Indian supplies: To pay
the e:;}germ]:e of purchasing goods and supplies for the Indian Service, in-
cluding inspection and pay of necessary employees; advertising, at rates
not exceeding regular commercial rates, and all other expenses con-
nected therewlith, and for telegraphing and telephoning, and for trans-

rtation of Indian goods and sugoplles‘ including pay and expenses of
ransportation agents and rent of warehouses, and warehouses for the
receipt, storage, and shipping of goods for the Indian Bervice shall he
maintalned at the following places: New York, Chicago, Omaha, St.

Lounis, and 8an Francisco, $315,000.
Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. I move to strike out the last

word. I would like to ask the chairman of the committee a
question or two with reference to this appropriation. I notice,
AMr. Chairman, that the appropriation for the five cities of New
York, Chicago, San Francisco, 8t. Lonis, and Omaha is $315,000.
1 wish to inguire on what basis that appropriation rests, so far
as the city of Omaha is concerned?

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, as the bill passed the House
last year this item was for telegraphing, telephoning, etc.,
$200,000. The city of Omaha was specifically appropriated for,
I think, on the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska, at
$10,000, and $10,000 in another place was inserted for the sup-
port of the San Franciseo warehouse, and §10,000 for the St
Louis warehouse. In the Senate all of these provisions were
gtricken out, and this so-called blanket provision, covering all
the warehouses, was inserted, and the $30,000 which had been
appropriated here for the three warehouses separately were
added to the $260,000, as it passed the House, making it in all
$260,000. Now, the appropriation this year is for $315,000,
with the expectation that it will more than support these three
warehouses, but with the expectation also that the transporta-
tion of supplies will cost more this year than last year.

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. Then the basis, as applicable
10 Omaha, is the same as the appropriation of last year?

Mr. SHERMAN. Quite so, and possibly more so, because
there was a period during the fiscal year ending July last when,
not in Omaha, but in another warehouse, the work had to be sus-
pended beeause the specific appropriation allowed to that ware-
house was exhausted. Now, under this blanket provision the
work in no warehouse need be suspended, because there is ample
provision to take care of them all: and if it took a little more
to sustain the Omaha warehouse than it did at St. Louis, it is
the purpose of this provision to provide the funds to carry it on.

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska. But the basis on which your
bill rests is the same?

Mr. SHERMAN. The basis upon which this appropriation is
made is $10,000 for Omaha, the same as specifically provided for

in the bill last year.
Mr. Chairman, that is satisfac-

Would not thiz turn loose some

Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska.
tory to me. Because our business is constantly incréasing, 1 was
anxious that the amount should not be reduced as to Omaha. I
withdraw the pro forma amendment.

Mr. MANN. I renew it. The gentleman in charge of the bill
states that the amount was sufficient. Now, as a matter of fact,
at one time during the last fiscal year the Indian warehouse at
Chicago was almost closed up.

B B A e R ot s

Mr. SHERMAN. Just as I stated. Why?

Mr. MANN. It bhad not a sufficient amount.

Mr. SHERMAN. That is true.
amount to $315,000.

Mpy. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that the in-
crease was intended to cover the cost of transportation.

Mr. SHERMAN. Largely so.

Mr. MANN. I wish to inquire if it is not necessary to ap-
propriate a larger sum of money for maintenance?

Mr, SHERMAN. So far as Chicago is concerned, that is cor-
rect. Chicago is a very important point; second to none in im-
portance. As I say, it was unfortunate that this appropriation
wias so nearly exhausted that for a time—only a matter of six
or seven weeks—the work had to be very much curtailed. Un-
der this appropriation that condition can not occur again.

The Clerk read as follows:

CONTINGENCIES.

F'or contingencies of the Indian Service, Including traveling and in-
cldental expenses of Indlan agents and of their offices, and of the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs; also travellnf and incidental expenses
of special agents, at $3 per dalv when actually employed on duty in the
field, exclusive of tramsportation and sleeping-car fare, in lieu of all
other expenses now authorized by law, and expenses of golng to and
going from the seat of government, and while remaining there under

Now, we have increased the

orders and direction of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, for a period

not to exceed twenty days; fer pay of employees not otherwise pro-
;_l{rli_egnéor. and for pay of special agents, at $2,000 per annum each,
by .

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move fo sirike out the last
word. I do not know whether the gentleman in charge of the bill
has the information or not, but I wish to ask him a question.
All through this bill, and all through all appropriation bills, we
find provisions like the following:

Including traveling and ineidental expenses of Indian agenis and
St o, o San, Complasenes of Lidan e ; o0 S5
:ctlrnlly employed on dupty in the ﬂglw;l. s Ln enei Bl

The truth is that this has grown fp be a great abuse in the
Government. There are a great many officlals in the Govern-
ment, employed at salaries fixed by Congress (in this case at
$2,000 per annum ), who are permanently on duty at places away
from home, and who receive an extra compensation of three
times $365, making a very large increase in their salaries; and
it has come to the point where a good many of the employees in
Washington, as well as elsewhere, seek and urge that they be
sent to some other place, as on duty there, in order to get the
additional compensation of $90 per month; and there are some
employees of the Government who receive more in the way of
additional allowanees away from home than their original com-
pensation amounts to. And the cost of living in many of these
eases is no greater than it would be if they were living where
they originally were, because they are transferred not for a day,
but for months, for seasons, and sometimes for years. I do not
know as to these special agents, and I presume there is no way
of ascertaining the exact amount that any of them are paid in
the way of incidental expenses, which in this case very likely is
the correct and proper thing. But if the gentleman from New
York happens to have information on the subject, I am sure that
it would be of value to the committee.

Mr., SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I can not give the exact
statement, That is a detail that T did not ask for. I could
get it for the gentleman; but I ecan tell him this, which I sup-
pose will satisfy him, that so far as these five officers are con-
cerned, 1 think they hardly come within the general class which
he criticises, and justly so, I believe. These five agents are
seldom in sny one place for any great length of time. They are
sent hither and thither, and here and there and yonder, from
one agency to another, and from one State to another, and I
think when they get through paying their expenses they are not
able to save any very considerable amount out of the $3 per
day that they are allowed. for these traveling expenses.

I think I have in mind the class of employees to whom the
gentleman particularly refers when he spys it is substantially
an addition to their salaries. For instance, a pension examiner
in the field, who may live in Chicago, may be assigned to duty
at Milwaukee, and while at Milwaukee he receives his $3 per
day for subsistence, and it is possible for him to spend every
Sunday, if he so desires, with his family in Chicago. It is pos-
gible for him, as he undoubtedly does, to obtain some comfort-
able home in a boarding house or with some private family,
where his total expense would not, perhaps, exceed $8 or $10 a
week ; so that it is practically, in a case of that kind, an addi-
tion to the salary. But with these special agents in the Indian
Service, they do not have any such co-called “soft snap” as
that. They are sent to all sorts of outlandish sections of the
country, if I may use the word “ outlandish,” where it is pretty
hard for them to get comfortable accommodations at any price,
and by the time the year ends I think it will be found that they
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have saved no considerable amount out of their per diem allow-
ance, but it will be found that they have drawn that per diem
the major part of the year. They are out nearly all the time.
Is that what the gentleman desired to know, whether they were
out most of the time? {

Mr."MANN. Yes.

Mr. SHERMAN. These five agents are out most of the time.
From this contingent fund are also paid the traveling expenses
of the Commissioner, and they are not incousiderable, because
the Commissioner attends the opening of business and the letting
of contracts in Chieago, St. Louis, and San Francisco, and the
present Commissioner, particularly, has been visiting a large
number of reservations and schools. He was in the field, I
think, for perhaps four months last year, and undoubtedly all
that travel is expensive. It is not paying simply 3% cents per
mile on the railroad, but it is hiring teams to take him perhaps
30, 60, or 70 miles through a barren country, to reach the head-
quarters of an agency. So the expenses are large.

From this fund is also taken the pay of certain employees who
are not otherwise specifically provided for. For instance, if one
farmer is provided for at an agency, and the temporary condi-
tions demand the employment of a second farmer, he can be paid
out of this appropriation. .

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words. My purpose in doing s6 is to answer a criti-
cism made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Maxx] as to
the abuse which had grown up in some Departments concerning
the per diem allowance. BSo far as the postal service is con-
cerned, it was called to our attention three years ago that in-
spectors would utilize the $4 per diem allowance when they
would be assigned to official headquarters away from their homes,
where most of their time would be passed and which was virtu-
ally their permanent stopping place. So the postal committee,
in a bill reported that year, put a limitation providing that the
per diem should not be available unless away from their home,
their domicile, or their designated headquarters. It had been
ghown that prior to the establishment of the per diem allow-
ance and under the old practice the agents in the field were
allowed their expenses; that in many cases it would aggregate
much more than the $4 daily allowance even if granted for
three hundred and thirteen days in the year. Since the placing
of the amendment on the statute books there has been no abuse
in the postal service to our knowledge, and the postal agents in
the field now are only entitled to that amount when away from
their homes, their official headguarters, or their domiciles.

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment will be with-
drawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill to the close
of line 19, on page 135.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

' 'Accordingly the committee rose, and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. BourteLy, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the Indian appropriation
bill and had come to no resolution thereon.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. Dixox of Montana, by unanimous consent, was given
leave of absence indefinitely, on account of important business.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the
President of the United States; which was read, and, with ac-
companying papers, ordered printed, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. 15 s

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.]

PUBLIC LAND LAWS.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from
the President of the United States; which was read, ordered
printed, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands.

[ For message see Senate proceedings of this date.]

PANAMA CANAL.

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a message from the
President of the United States; which, with the accompanying
documents, was rveferred to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed.

[For message see Senate proceedings of this date.]

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee'on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint
resolution of the following title; when the Speaker signed the
same:

H. J. Res. 203. Joint resolution to pay the officers and em-

ployees of the Senate and House of Representatives their respec-
tive salaries for the month of December, 1906, on the twentieth
day of said month,
: COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT.
Tlie SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint-
ment : -
boMr. Mooxn of Tennessee to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
re.

ADJOGRNMENT.

Then, on motion of Mr. PAyxeE (at 4 o'clock and 33 minutes
p. m.) the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com-
munications were taken from the Speaker’'s table and referred
as follows:

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitiing a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case
of The Trustees of the Ivey Memorial Chapel against The
United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to
be printed.

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims,
transmitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case
of The T'rustees of the Fourmile Creek Baptist Church against
The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and or-
dered to be printed.

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and Labor,
transmitting a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Navi-
gation, with draft of proposed legislation with reference to the
payment of certain navigation fees—to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting the report
of Mr. Samuel J. Barrows, Commissioner of the United States
in the International Prison Commission, of the proceedings of
the Seventh International Prison Congress—to the Committee
on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed,

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting,
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
a draft of a bill to pay certain incapable Indians their shares of
the tribal trust funds—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and
ordered to be printed,

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmiiting papers re-
lating to the claim of Pelagio de Leon, of Bulacan, P. I.—to the
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein
named, as follows:

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the concurrent resolution of the House
(H. C. Res. 42) instructing the Secretary of War fo return to
the State of Texas the muster rolls of the Texas Rangers in
service between February 28, 1855, and June 21, 1860, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5553) ;
which said concurrent resolution and report were referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. MAYNARD, from the Committee on Industrial Arts and
Expositions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. R.
21949) authorizing the appropriation of the sum of $1,000,000 as
a loan to the Jamestown Exposition Company for the purpose of
aiding in the payment of the cost of the construction, completion,
and opening of the Jamestown Tercentennial Exposition on
Hampton Roads, Virginia, on April 26, 1907, and to provide for
the protection of the Government and insuring the repayment
of the gaid sum of $1,000,000 by a first lien upon the gross re-
ceipts of the said exposition company from all paid admissions
to the grounds of said exposition and from all moneys received
from the concessions after the opening of said exposition, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
H5554) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union,

»

OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de-
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr., SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens’ons,

REPORTS
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18969)
granting an increase of pension to Herman Hagemiller, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5488) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen-
dar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 18322) granting
an increase of pension to Hezekiah James, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5489) ; which

_said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17810)
granting a pension to Saul Saulson, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5490) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.
19706) granting an increase of pension to Almon Wood, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5491) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17581) granting
an inerease of pension to Aquilla Williams, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5492) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (IH. R. 15631) granting an increase of pension
to Henry Clay Worley, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 5493) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 7555) granting an increase of pension to
John 8. Roseberry, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5494) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21767)
granting an increase of pension to George Young, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5495) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R.21624) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William H. Willey, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5496) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20685)
granting an increase of pension to Joseph R. Benham, reported
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5497) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15139) grant-
ing an increase of pension to James P. Mullen, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5498) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21667)
granting an increase of pension to John W. Towle, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5499);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr, SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21535) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William E. Feeley, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5500) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (IH. R. 21499) granting
an increase of pension to Henry A. Wieand, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5501) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
whicn was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20027) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Benjamin I'. Burch, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5502) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21162)
granting an increase of pension to John W. Humphrey, reported
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the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5503) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21314) granting
an increase of pension to Robert F. Patterson, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5504) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (IL. R. 21277) granting an increase of pension
to Robert Martin, reported the same with. améndment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5505) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 21002) granting an increase of pension
to William Wigging, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 5506) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20881) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Martha J. Weaverling, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5507) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20859)
granting an increase of pension to Henry C. Hughes, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5508) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 20821) granting an increase of pension
to John I. Newman, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 5509) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. IR. 21079) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Patrick Kinney, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5510) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21161)
granting an increase of pension to Henry J. Rhodes, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5511) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17204) grant-
ing a pension to Sarah E. Robey, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 5512) ; which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the IHouse (H. R. 21325) grant-
ing an increase of pension to George O. Tibbitts, reported the
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5513) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Iensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21427) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thomas L. Moody, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5514) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (I. R. 2055) granting
an increase of pension to Joanna Cox, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5515) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr., DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13806) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to John Campbell, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5516) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21542) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Erastus A. Thomas, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5517) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal-
endar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16698) granting
an increase of pension to Henry H. Davis, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5518) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14884) granting
an increase of pension to Henry Stauffer, reported the same
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with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5519) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 10738) granting an increase of pension
to Thomas Prosser, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5520) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17094) granting
an increase of pension to James H. Sperry, reported the same
with amendment, aecompanied by a report (No. 5521); which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (I. R. 17483) granting an increase of pension
to William I. Loyd, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5522) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20036)
granting an increase of pension to Oliver T. Westmoreland, re-
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No.
5523) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private
Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
whom was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20000) granting
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5524) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5729) granting
an increase of pension to Norman H. Cole, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5525) ; which
gaid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of fhe House (H. R. 2399) granting
an increase of pension to Charles F. Sanscrainte, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5526) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. G894)
granting an increase of pension to Daniel O. Corbin, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5527) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20647) granting
an increase of pension to Dominick Garvey, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5528) ;: which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7581) granting
an increase of pension to Emile Cloe, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5529) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar .

AMr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15630) granting
a pension fo Sarah A. Kizer, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 5530) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11174) granting

an increase of pension to Isaac Richards, reported the same with

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5531) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bhill of the House (H. R. 16506) granting an increase of pension
to Kate 8. T. Church, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 5532) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 20731) granting an increase of pension
to Peter Buchman, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5533) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (IH. R. 12399) granting
an increase of pension to William T. Osborn, reported the same
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5534) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20854) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Walsh, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5533) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr., DEEMER, from the Commnittee on Invalld Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. IX. 20887) granting

an increase of pension to Emma Waliers, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5536) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. :

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 20970) granting
an increase of pension to Edgar Weaver, reported the same
without amendment, acompanied by a report (No. 5537) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which ywas referred the bill of the House (H. I, 21026) granting
a pension to Delia 8. Humphrey, reported the same withount
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5528) ; which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21078) granting
dn increase of pension to Henry C. Davis, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5539) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21281) granting
an increase of pension to Catherine Ludwig, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5540) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Alr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21320) granting
an increase of pension to Malinda H. Hitchcock, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5541) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21355) granting
a pension to John Cooper, reported the same with amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 5542) ; which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21354) granting
an increase of pension to Mary Shutler, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5543) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House (H. R. 21376) granting an increase of pension
to Johm W. Stichter, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 5544) ; which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21498) granting
an increase of pension to Daniel Scheetz, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5545) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21532) granting
an increase of pension to William Dobson, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5546) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions, to-which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21534)
granting an increase of pension to Henry Reed, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5547) ;
whieh said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

AMr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21543) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Addison Thompson, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5548) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21615) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to David Yoder, reported the same
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5549) ; which
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 21819) granting
an inerease of pension to Joseph Peach, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5550) ; which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the House (II. R. 676) granting
an increase of pension to Musgrove E. O'Conner, reported the
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5551) ;
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS INTRO-
DUCED.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo-
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. BABCOCK : A bill (II. It. 22652) to make uniform the
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law of sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on
the Distriet of Columbia.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22653) to make uniform the law of ware-
house receipts in the District of Columbia—to the Committee
on the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 226564) providing for transfer of
certain ground to the United States—to the Committee on Pub-
li¢ Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 22655) to provide for
the use of the block system for all trains engaged in interstate
commerce; to provide for the examination and license of all
telegraph operators engaged in handling block signals and tele-
graphic orders affecting the movement of trains on such rail-
roads, and to provide for the hours of labor to be required of
such telegraph operators and their compensation—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Yoreign Commerce.

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 22656) authorizing ex-
perimentation by the Secretary of Agriculture in reference to
cotton bollworm and cotton wilt disease—to the Committee on
Agriculture. )

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22657) to amend
an act entitled “An act for withdrawal from bond, tax free, of
domestic alcobol when rendered unfit for beverage or liquid
medicinal uses by mixture with suitable denaturing mate-
rials,” approved June 7, 1906—to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 22658) to make available
the waters of the James River in the county of Stone, State of
Missourl, for electric-power purposes—to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (II. R. 22659) to amend section
1854 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, restrieting
appointments to office of members of the legislative assemblies
in Territories—to the Committee on the Territories.

By Mr. WASKEY: A bill (H. R. 22600) to relieve the
Tanana Mine Railroad, under construetion in Alaska, of the
licensed tax of $100 per mile per annum—to the Committee on
the Territories.

By Mr. WALLACE: A bill (H. R. 22661) authorizing the sur-
vey of Red River, Arkansas—to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22062) authorizing examination, etc., of
Red River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 22663) providing for the
deepening and widening of the channel between North Brothers
Island and South Brothers Island, in the East River of New
York Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (I. R. 22664) increasing
salaries of rural free-delivery letter carriers—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 22665) authorizing
the erection of a post-office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.—to
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. Ik. 22666) authorizing the erection of a post-
office building at Winder, Ga.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. MILLER : A bill (H. R. 22667) for the relief of the
people of Hartshorne, Ind. T.—to the Committee on the Public
Lands,

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 22668) for the erection of a
public building at Laurel, Md.—to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22669) for the erection of a public building
at Hyattsyille, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22670) for the erection of a public building
at Ellicott City, Md.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. MILLER : A bill (H. R. 22671) to provide for the in-
vestigation of the water resources of the United States—to the
Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22672) to appropriate
850,000 to conduct demonstration farms in the Mexican cotton
boll weevil territory—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BATES : A bill (II. R. 22673) amending the national
banking act of 1864, for the better security of national-bank de-
posits—to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. CLAYTON: A bill (II. R. 22674) to provide pay for
rural free-delivery letter ecarriers—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and I'ost-Roads.

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22675) to amend section 51
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, fixing the time
Members elected to fill vacancies shall begin—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 22676) forfeiting cer-
tain lands heretofore granted to the Minneapolis and Manitoba
Railroad Company and providing for the disposal of said for-
feited lands to actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public
Lands,

By Mr. CURRIER : A bill (H. R. 22677) to provide for selec-
tion of site and preparation of plans for a building for the
United States Iatent Office—to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22678) to provide increased force and sala-
11‘]28 in the United States Patent Office—to the Committee on

*atents.

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A resolution (H. Res. 669)
increasing the salary of Bert W. Kennedy, assistant doorkeeper
of the House—to the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
the] following titles were introduced and severally referred, as
follows:

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 22679) granting a pension tfo
Ida E. Vaughn—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. AMES: A bill (H. R. 22680) granting an increase of
pension to Ezekiel R. Morse—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22681) granting an increase of pension to
Owen Carroll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22682) granting an increase of pension to
Winslow Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BANNON: A bill (H. R. 22683) granting a pension to
Ruth Boler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 22684) granting an increase of
pension to Willilam Sherk—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Dy Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 22685) granting an increase
of pension to John T. Larkin—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22686) granting an increase of pension to
George Ebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22687) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret Purcell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22688) granting an increase of pension to
George A, Hamilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRICK : A bill (H. R. 22689) granting an increase of
pension to Henry P. Whiteman—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BROWN : A bill (FHL. R. 22690) granting an increase of
pension to Matthew J. McRaith—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. BROUSSARD : A bill (H. R. 22691) for the relief of
the estate of Ovid Decuir, deceased—to the Committee on War
Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22692) for the relief of Harvilien Norris—
to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22693) for the relief of Paul Duhon—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22694) for the relief of the estate of
George Sallinger—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 22695) for
the relief of Rathbun, Beachy & Co., of Webster, 8. Dak.—to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. BURLEIGH : A bill (H. R. 22696) granting a pension
to Charles F. Ellingwood—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22697) granting a pension to M. Emily Put-
nam—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22698) granting a pension to Sarah R.
Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 22699) granting an increase of pension to
Americus Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22700) granting an increase of pension to
Williamm MeCauley, jr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22701) granting an increase of pension
to James IRR. Fairbrother—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 22702) granting an in-
erease of pension to Samuel Crews—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 22703) grant-
ing a pension to Benjamin F. Richards—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22704) granting a pension to Orin 8.
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 22705) granting an increase
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of pension to William A. Beatty—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 22706) granting an increase
of pension to William Smoker—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SCROGGY : A bill (H. R. 22707) granting an increase
of pension to Sebastian Gerhardt—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 22708) granting an in-
crease of pension to John Hughes—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 22709) granting a pension to
Martha E. Muhlenfeld—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22710) granting an increase of pension to
Nelson Cornell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22711) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob Kures—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 22712) granting a pension to
Lydia B. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22713) to correct the military record of
William H. Creek—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CONNER: A bill (H. R. 22714) granting an increase
of pension to I'rancis Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22715) granting an increase of pension to
Terrance Doyle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 22716) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Mosher—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 22717) granting an increase of pension to
Mary A. Brick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 22718) granting an increase
of pension to William Dean—to the Committee on Inyvalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 22719) granting an increase
of pension to William ITazelbaker—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22720) granting a pension to Jane M.
Harris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22721) granting a pension to Grace C.
Cheney—to the Committee on Invalid I’ensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22722) granting a pension to Sarah E.
Hiday—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER : A bill (H. R. 22723) granting an in-
crease of pension to Harvey Walters—to the Committee on In-
yalid Pensions, E

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (II. RR. 22724) granting an increase
of pension to Amasa Plastridge—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22725) granting an increase of pension to
Caswell I. Hale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 22726) granting an in-
crease of pension to Garrett F. Cowan—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DALIE: A bill (H. R. 22727) granting an increase of
pension to John Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H, R. 22728) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Nathan W. Coggburn—to the Com-
mittee on Inyalid Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 22729) granting an increase of pension to
Robert W. Ross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22730) granting an increase of pension to
Francis M. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22731) granting an increase of pension to
J. N. Chandler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22732) granting an increase of pension to
John N. Ungles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22733) granting an increase of pension to
James Fagan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DUNWELL: A bill (H. R. 22734) graniing an in-
crease of pension to Marshall Maier—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 22735) granting an Increase of pension to
Julia F. Clevenger—ito the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22736) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Eberhardt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DWIGHT : A bill (H. R. 22737) granting a pension to
Catherine A. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22738) granting an increase of pension to
Jeremiah Robbins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 22739) granting an increase
of pension to John Layton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. 4

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 22740) granting an increase
of pension to George W. Nance—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22741) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Cleveland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
By Mr, FOSTER of Vermont: A bill (H, R. 22742) granting
a pension to R. M. Carl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22743) granting an increase of pension
to Emmett W. Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 22744) granting an
increase of pension to William M. Deaton—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (II. R, 22745) granting
a pension to Ellen J. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22746) granting an increase of pension to
Felix G. Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARNER : A bill (H. R. 22747) granting a pension to
Celestin E. Outlaw—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 22748)
granting an increase of pension to Willard P. Fisher—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 22749) grant-
ing a pension to Della 8. Easton—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HALHE: A bill (H. R. 22750) granting an increase
of pension to William Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ]

Also, a bill (H. R. 22751) granting an increase of pension to
William G. Russell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (II. R. 22752) granting a pension
to G. 8. Jenkins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R, 22753) granting an increase of pension to
John H. Zimmer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22754) granting an increase of pension to
Joseph W. Gale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 22755) granting an increase
of pension to Mary A. Hermance—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22756) granting
an inerease of pension to Levi Curtis—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 22757) granting an increase of pension to
Joshua E. Hyatt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 22758) granting an in-
crease of pension to Willinm Bivens—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions..

Also, a bill (H. R. 22759) granting an increase of pension to
David R. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22760) granting an increase of pension to
John Cherry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 22761) for the relief of
D. C. Manire—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22762) granting an increase of pension to
John M. Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUBBARD : A bill (H. R. 22763) granting an increase
of pension to Charles H. Slocum—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22764) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel V. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22765) granting an increase of pension to
Charles Hauthorne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 2276G) granting an increase of
pension to Soren V. Kalsem—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 22767) granting an increase
of pension to Owen T. Edgar—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 22768) for the
relief of Dorsey 8. De Lootch—ito the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 22769) granting
an increase of pension to Chauncey W. R. Lynch—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22770) granting a pension to Benjamin F.
McKey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 22771) granting
an increase of pension to William J. Courter—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 22772) granting a pension to Mary 8.
Sanders—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 22773) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Dora K. Flaherty—to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22774) granting an increase of pension to
Francis Hoey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 22775) for the relief of
Homer B. Galpin, receiver of the firm of Casgrain & McDonald—
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. McMORRAN: A bill (H. R. 22776) granting an in-
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crease of pension to James E. Converse—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22777) granting a pension to Jemina
Grigg—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 22778) for the relief of
Ruben A. Stern—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22779) granting an increase of pension to
‘J. C. Baldridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 22780) granting an increase of
pension to David Sloss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOUSER: A bill (H. R. 22781) granting a pension to
Benjamin F. Dwinell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MURDOCK : A bill (H. R. 22782) granting an increase
of pension to Jane Simpson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22783) granting an increase of pension to
John J. Goodson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22784) granting an increase of pension to
Ellery P. Willett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22785) granting an increase of pension to
Morton A. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22786) granting an increase of pension to
John Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R. 22787) granting an increase of pension to
Elijanh Gibson—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22788) granting an increase of pension to
I. B. Gilmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22789) granting an increase of pension to
James W. George—to the Commitfee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (FI. R. 22790) granting an increase of pension to
James Call—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22791) granting an increase of pension to
Robert 8. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 22792) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Gllpen—io the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22793) granting an increase of pension {o
Chancy Buckingham—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22794) granting an increase of pension to
David Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 22795) granting an increase of pension to
Thomas C. Danford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I R. 22796) granting an increase of pension to
Jonathan Duer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H.R.22797) granting an increase of
pension to Charles F. Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. PADGETT : A bill (H. R. 22798) granting an increase
of pension to George V. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. ;

By Mr. PARSONS: A bill (II. R, 22799) granting an increase
of pension to William E. White—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 22800) granting an increase of
pension to George 8. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 22801) granting an increase
of pension to Robert MeMillen—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 22802) granting an increase of
. pension to Louise Eagleson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

* By Mr. RAINEY : A bill (IL R. 22803) granting a pension to
Emaline Tabler—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22804) granting a pension to Aaron
Cohen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I1. R. 22805) granting a pension to Amanda Mar-
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 22806) granting a pension to R. E. Pel-
ham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 22807) granting an increase of pension to
David R. Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (FL. R. 22808) granting an increase of pension to
Willinm L. Herron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R, 22809) granting an increase of pension to
Isaac M. Taylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22810) granting an increase of pension to
Elijah M. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, o bill (H. R. 22811) granting an increase of pension to
Alonzo M. IHannaford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I1. IR. 22812) granting an increase of pension to
Hiram E. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid I'ensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R. 22813) granting an increase of pension to
David Winn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SAMUEL: A bill (H. R. 22814) to correct the military
record of Francis Treas—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 22815) granting
an increase of pension to Catherine Clark—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 22816) granting an increase of pension to
Abram G. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22817) granting an increase of pension to
Moretta Wiser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22818) granting an increase of pension to
James R. Hutton—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 22819) granting a pension
to Helen D. Ferguson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SMYSER: A bill (H. R. 22820) granting an increase
of pension to George 8. Schmutz—te the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22821) granting an inerease of pension to
Jesse T. Reese—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22822) granting an increase of pension to
Christian Rice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22823) granting an increase of pension to
John Tipton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 22824) grant-
ing an increase of pension to W. R. Morsee—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions. z

Also, a bill (H. R. 22825) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel G. Kinder—to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 22826) granting an in-
crease of pension to James O'Neal—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 22827) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary Kirk—to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22828) granting a
pension to Mary M. Humbarger—to the Commitfee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22829) granting an increase of pension to
George Spalding—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 22830) granting a
pension to William H. Brown—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22831) granting a pension to Rhoda Nel-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22832) granting a pension to Willlam I.
McConnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22833) granting a pension to Louisa F.
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22834) granting a pension to Jane E.
Chapel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22835) granting an increase of pension to
John Trims—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22830) granting an increase of pension to
John Pergin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22837) granting an inerease of pension to
Homer C. Reid—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II. R. 22838) granting an increase of pension to
W. Ira Tempelton—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 22839) granting an increase of pension to
A. D. Baird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IH. R. 22840) granting an increase of pension to
John Egan—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22841) granting an increase of pension to
Henry I. Sager—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22842) granting an increase of pension to
William H. Hodges—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22843) granting an increase of pension to
John A. Chaffee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22844) granting an increase of pension to
Avery Truesdale—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22845) granting an increase of pension to
Elizaleth M. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22846) granting an increase of pension to
Martin Holmes, alins George Langin—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I R. 22847) granting an increase of pension to
Henry C. Rood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, n bill (H. R. 22848) granting an increase of pension to
Sherman B. Northway—ito the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 22849) granting a pension
to Isham Handy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22850) granting a pension to James A.
House—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 22851) granting a pension to William F.
Cummins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22852) granting an increase of pension to
Walter L. Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22853) granting an increase of pension to
Burden II. Barrett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 22854) granting an increase of pension to
George Pollard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22855) granting an increase of pension to
Benjamin L. 8hepard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. IR. 22856) granting an increase of pension to
Charlottie A. Randolph—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22857) granting an increase of pension to
Henry W. Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22858) granting an increase of pension to
John A. Henry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22859) granting an increase of pension to
Samuel Boyd—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22860) granting an increase of pension to
Silvanis Kessee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22861) granting an increase of pension to
Christopher 8. Alvord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (I. R. 22862) granting an increase of pension to
Phlemon Devereux—to the Committee on Invalid Peusions.

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 22863) granting an in-
crease of pension to Oscar A. Fuller—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 22864) granting an
increase of pension to (}rnce T. Train—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 22865) for the relief of
. A. Sarpy—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22866) for the relief of H. N. Sarpy—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 228G67) for the relief of the heirs of

Joseph and Antoinette Metoyer, deceased—to the Commlttee on

War Claims.

Also, a bill (. R, 22868) for the relief of the heirs 01‘. Fran-
cois ¥. Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill, (H. R. 228G9) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. P.
Rachal, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22870) for the relief of the estate of Ches-
tan Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22871) for the relief of the estate of Flor-
entin Conaut, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22872) for the relief of the estates of Wil-
liam Robinson and Emily Bartell, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22873) for the relief of the estates of Theo-
file Metoyer and Elena Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22874) for the relief of the estate of J.
Valcour Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (IT. R, 22875) for the relief of the estate of Joseph
E. Dupre, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Algo, a bill (. R. 22876) for the relief of the estate of Charles
Christophe, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R, 22877) for the relief of the estate of Arte-
mise Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Clalms.

Also, a bill (H. R. 22878) for the relief of the estate of Ozam
D. Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (I. R. 22879) for the relief of the estate of Fran-
cois Florival Metoyer, deceased—to the Committee on War
Claims.

By Mr. WEISSE: A bill (H. R. 22880) granting an increase of
pension to John Nuss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 22881) granting an
inerease of pension to Thomas L. Williams—to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. ZENOR : A bill (H. R. 22882) granting an increase of
pension to John W. Hougland—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 20417)
granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. Brown, and it was
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXI1I, the following petitions and pa-
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER : Petition of members of the Western Col-
lege for Women, at Oxford, Ohio, for investigation of the in-
dustrial, social, moral, educational, and physical condition of
women and child workers in the United States—to the Com-
mittee on Labor.

By Mr. AMES: Petition of Wool Sorters Union No. 349, of
Lawrence, Mass.,, for legislation that will compel the use of

American material in shipbuilding needed for our foreign com-
merce—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.
By Mr. ANDREWS : Petition of Jesus Belarde and 490 others,
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia (bill
H. R. 16483)—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Board of Trade
of Savannah, Ga., and the Savannah Clearing Association, for
legislation regulating bills of lading so as to safeguard the in-
terests of all parties interested in them—to the Commiitee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BINGHAM : Petition of the New Century Club, of
Philadelphia, for repeal of the duty on works of art—to the
Committee on Ways and Meauns.

Also, petition of Puritan Council, No. 185, Daughters of
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of ITenry McKluck, of Denver,
Colo., for free art legislation as per bill H. R. 15268—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Division No. 85, Order of Railway Con-
ductors, against the La Follette bill relative to arbitrary limi-
tation of hours of service by railway employees—to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Papers to accompany bills for relief
of estate of Ovid Decuir, Harvilien Norris, Paul Duhon, and
estate of George Sallinger—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Samuel Crews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Benjamin F. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of Harvey Rice Council,
No. 211, Junior Order United American Mechanies, favoring
restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Orin M. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Versa ITatton (pre-
viously referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions)—to the
Committee on Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Benjamin F.
Richards—to the Committee on

Also, paper to accompany bill for rellef of William H. Webb—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of the American Civie Assoclation,
for the forest-reserve bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of A. Beatty—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of the governors of the several New England
States and others, for the establishment of two forest reserves
in the East—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Dr. Benjamin F. Tefft, jr., of Anthony, R. 1.,
and J. H. Smith, of Phenix, R. L., for the passage of the immi-
gimtion bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion.

By Mr. CASSEL: Resolutions of Joy Council, No. 1003,
of Shoff, Pa.; General Cameron Council, No. 851, of Mount JO).
Pa., Junior Order United American Mechanics, and Peerless
Council, No. 189, of Columbia, Pa., Daughters of Liberty, in
favor of the passage of the immigration bill—to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. CROMER: Detitions of the Daily News, Anderson,
Ind., and the Banner, Bluffton, Ind., against tariff on linotype-
machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DALE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John
Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Vine CUff Couneil, No. 107,
Junior Order United Ameriean Mechanies, favoring restriction
of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Duncan Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Camp No. 44, Department of
New York, United Spanish War Veterans, of Poughkeepsie,
N. Y., for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PITZGERALD : Petition of William Lloyd Garrison
Post, No. 207, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kings County,
Department of New York, for restoration of the Army canteen
in Soldiers’ Homes—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of a Brooklyn missionary mass meeting, for in-
vestigation of the conditions in the Kongo Free State—to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr., GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Ellen Jane Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Felix G. Cobb—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Ellen Jane John-
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARNER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Celestia B. Outlaw—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of the Baptist, Methodist, and
Presbyterian churches of Williamsbridge, New York City, for
investigation into affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. GRONNA: Petition of the Commercial Club of
Minot, N. Dak., for passage of the Wilson bill relative to an
inerease of salaries for postal clerks—to the Committee on the
Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Abraham Lincoln Council, No.
2, of San Francisco, Cal, and U. 8. Grant Council, No. 19,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring restriction
of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of Towa soldiers, for legisla-
tion - that shall increase pensions to ex-Union soldiers and
sailors of the civil war—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Paper to accompany bill for
relief of Levi Curtis, of Woodbury, Conn.—fo the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Ben Miller Council, No. 11, Junior Order
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra-
tion (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural-
ization. Y

Also, petition of Bridgewater (Conn.) Grange, No. 153,
against free seed distribution—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Joshua E. Hyatt—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KAHN: Petitjon of Martha Washington Council, No.
2, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of Nerth Platte
Division, No. 85, Order of Railway Conductors, against the La
Follett bill limiting hours of continuous employment by railway
employees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, :

By Mr. LACEY : Petition of Railway Conductors, Division No.
33, of North Platte, Nebr., against arbitrary limitation of hours
of labor on railways—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. LAFEAN : Paper to accompany bill for relief of T. T\
Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, .

By Mr. LEVER : Petition of the R. L. Boyan Company, against
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and
Means. :

Also, petition of Council No. 7, Junior Order United American
Mechanics, of Sumter, 8. C., favoring restriction of immigra-
tion (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

By Mr. LILLEY: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
Dora K. Flaherty and Francis Hoey—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. LINDSAY : Petition of J. Eaton, for forest reserve in
the White Mountains and the Southern Appalachians—to the
Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of IHamilton Council, No. 35, Daughters of
Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (8. 4403)—to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. LIVINGSTON : Petitions of the Watson Jeffersonian
Magazine and the New Rochelle Paragraph, against tariff on
linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil-
liam Hardesty (previously referred to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions)-—referred to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McMORRAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
James E. Converse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Jemina Griggs—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of David
Sloss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of the United Spanish War
Veterans, of Fresno, Cal., Camp No. 6, for restoration of the
Army canteen—to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Thomas Horner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. 8. Noe—to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Spanish War Veterans of Au-

burn, N. Y., for restoration of the Army canteen—to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. POLLARD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Robert McMillen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of Division No. 35, Order of Railway Con-
ductors, of North Platte, Nebr., expressing unalterable opposi-
tion to the bill limiting continuous hours of labor by railway em-
ployees—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of the library board of the State University of
Nebraska, against any change in the copyright law relative to
importation of books in the English language—to the Committee
on Patents.

By Mr., SAMUEL: Petition of Bloomsburg Council, No. 81,
Daughters of Liberty, favoring restriction of immigration (8.
4403)—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SMYSER : Petitions of Wayne Council, No. 42, of
Wooster, Ohio; Coshocton Council, No. 65, and Goodwill Lodge,
No. 178, Junior Order United American Mechanics, favoring
restrietion of immigration (8. 4403)—to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. SPERRY : Petition of Bridgewater (Conn.) Grange,
No. 153, against free Government seeds—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Evening Leader, New Haven, Conn.,
against tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
Robert Beardsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WATKINS: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
(. A. Sarpy, estate of Chestan Metoyer, estate of Florentin
Conaut, estates of William Robinson and Emily Bartell, H. N.
Sarpy, estates of Theofile Metoyer and Elena Metoyer, heirs of
Joseph Metoyer and Antoinette Metoyer, estate of J. Valcour
Metoyer, heirs of Francois F. G. Metoyer, estate of Joseph E.
Dupre, estate of Charles Christophe, estate of Artemise Metoyer,
estate of Oram D. Metoyer, estate of Francois Florival Metoyer,
and heirs of J. B. P. Rachal—to the Committee on War Claims.

SENATE.
Tuespay, December 18, 1906.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved.

PAYMENT OF INDIAN FURDS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs submitting a draft of a
bill aunthorizing the payment to any Indian who is blind, crip-
pled, decrepit or helpless from old age, etc., his or her share of
the tribal trust funds in the Treasury, ete.; which, with the ac-
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian
Affairs, and ordered to be printed.

EXPERIMENTS WITH CHOLERA VIRUS IN THE PHILIPPINES.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in further re-
sponse to the resolution of the 12th instant, additional informa-
fion relative to experiments with cholera wvirus upon prisoners
in Bilibid Prison, at Manila; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Philippines, and ordered to be printed.

INTERNATIONAL PRISON COMMISSION.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report pre-
pared by Samuel J. Barrows, Commissioner for the United
States on the International Prison Commission, of the proceed-
ings of the Seventh International Prison Congress, held at
Budapest September 3-9, 1906; which, with the accompany-
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Printing.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, hy Mr. W. J.
Browxing, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate:

H. R.189. An act to establish a life-saving station at the
Isles of Shoals, off Portsmouth, N. H.;

H. R. 21200. An act to authorize the county of Allegheny, in
the State of Pennsylvania, to construct a bridge across the
Allegheny River, in Allegheny County, Pa.; and
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